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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
In Re SRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-00271 
STANDARD FORM 2 
BE8PQNSE IQ QRJE.CIIQN 
-------------) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WlilCH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
1927 
























Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
1 I. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 Page 2 
1928 
D.S. - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, asserts that the recommendation should include as a point of 
diversion "all ground water points of diversion" of the City of Pocatello. Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for including such points of diversion, or any factual basis to support the allegation 
that wells of the City of Pocatello with ground water rights are used to divert water flowing and 
diverted under this surface water right, and that said claim was not included in the claim of the 
City of Pocatello for this water right, and therefore objects to the proposed changes. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name: of person filing rt:sponse) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by I.C. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page 3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May L, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to the following parties: 
I. Original to: ~ ~
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10116/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. O.Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box248 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
In Re SRBA 




) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-271 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
1 I. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right. Respondent is 
unaware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an element for this 
surface water right, or for including such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water 
right to the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating 
the same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claim(Ult City of Pocatello 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
1932 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. In addition, Respondent opposes Pocatello's definition of the source for the 
point of diversion under this right, including the allegation that the right is "legally and physically 
available" from ground water sources in Basin 29. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
1933 
VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C. §§ 42-l401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: T v..JUv Fa__U & 
My Commission Expires: 00-\ 7 - ?-t) \,( 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
'" 1934 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720,0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
~cl~ 
Travis L. Thompson 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection (29-271) Page 5 
1935 
In Re SRBA 





111Jb t,'/lf/ - L!- P\l 17.= Q 5 
A. Subcase No. 29-271 · 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294B 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
-----Nort:h-Side·€anal-C--ompan=y---Americarr'Fa:llsi.teservoirDi«ist-t.-.J#~2-----
92I- N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 




C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosb Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P.O. Box32 
Goodirig, ID 833'.id -, 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1-
1936 
D. 1 am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place ofUse 
--t0:--EJCX:-·-e1rumID1.t'11 Proposed General ProviSions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BIUEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE 
Tri its Amended 0bjectfciri filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that_ "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right R<:spondent is 
w1aware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an element for this surfoce 
water right, or for including such a remarlc stating lhe same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use oftbis municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right 
to the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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1il its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a geoeml provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" tliat relates 
to Pocatello' s reservoir aud tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision a.nd therefore opposes it as wmecessa,y tc define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
. themclusion-0:C a general provisfons.r~garding. "s01,roe, quantity, priority date ancl purpaseof use" that-relate 
t.o "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for tbdnclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessa,y tc define or administer tl:ie water right. In 
addition, Respondent opposes Pocatello's clefinition of the source for the point of cliverslon under lhis right, 
including the allegation that the right is "legally and physically available" from ground water sources in Basin 
29. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been sepernted from Basin 29 and consolidal.ed with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that tlris issue will not be acldressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subc_ase 92-37. 
-----··------------------------------------




State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
----------------l'.ct1.omeysibr:R:espom:len,t,,-------------
Subscnbed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM J'URCHASE 
Notary Public 
State of Idaho 
. (seal) . 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: I9llho 
Residing at: ~
My Commission Expires: ~ti\., t . .;lc::t::::,=--------
Page4 
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·-. ·---- ········ ------···----···---·---- ----·----- ···--··----- -- - ·- ·-· - - - - - - -
CERTlFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to.the claimant of the water right at the fbllowing address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeroan 
-------69-W:-Jefferson-·~----------------------
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720--0098 
Chief; Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General . . . 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
RogerD. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
. John K. S_impson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 833 03 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
7J1ikv ida 
StandardForm 2- Response to Objection (29-271) Page5 
194a 
?'!!6 Viti -L! PM I: 32 
0iST(~iC"~ ;: ~- ·, ::;T -sr c:. .\ 
,·"
1l'l F·" ' '~ "" '":' 0 I 1a:; i· 1-\'-,L...; vv., t!J 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDiffii.!\L.1:D.IS.TRI 
STATE OFIDAHO,IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
In Re SRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-00272 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE IQ QR.JE-CIIQN 
-------------) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page 1 
;;.7/ 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Fal1s issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-3 7 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page 2 
1942 
D.S. - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, asserts that the recommendation should include as a point of 
diversion "all ground water points of diversion" of the City of Pocatello. Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for including such points of di version, or any factual basis to support the allegation 
that wells of the City of Pocatello with ground water rights are used to divert water flowing and 
diverted under this surface water right, and that said claim was not included in the claim of the 
City of Pocatello for this water right, and therefore objects to the proposed changes. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right.';· Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: .uM"-'al,ly'--f1--.......,2.i..G.,...Q,,6 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/ I 6/97 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 





F. CERTIFICATE OF MAil,ING 
I hereby certify that on May ~ 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to the following parties: 
l. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
'" 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name :City of Pocateilo 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amerided 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Page4 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFIH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO,IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
In ReSRBA 




) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-272 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O.Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 833 38 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W ., Suite 303 
P.O.Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
1945 
D. Jam responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right. Respondent is 
unaware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an element for this 
surface water right, or for including such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water 
right to the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by PocateUo, or for including such a remark stating 
the same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
1946 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of. 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. In addition, Respondent opposes Pocatello's definition of the source for the 
point of diversion under this right, including the allegation that the right is "legally and physically 
available" from ground water sources in Basin 29. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 




State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
~~~-p-~-?~--==----
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: }ww '3:o.1./2..L> 
My Commission Expires: C6·· /'7-:)0I r 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
1 certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID &3702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depasitory 
P.O. Box &3720 
Boise, ID &3 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O.Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box24& 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection (29-271) Page 5 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF ;BE FIFTH JUDICIAL ;j~}'iµqr_,<;>f(l' f f::c{~ 





A. Subcase No. 29-272 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
Case No. 39576 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O.Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name artd Address of Attorney: 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 · 
American Falls Reservoir Dist #2 
112 South Apple St. 
Shoshone, ID 83352 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
Attorney Phone: (208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Pagel 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D lnstream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
alleged that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right 
Respondent is unaware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an 
element for this surface water right, or for including such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes 
the same. 
. . . In its AJn.ende~ Objection file¢! cm. pr about :November 19, 200~, claimant City offocatello . 
alleged that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply 
system as provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this 
municipal water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this 
surlace water right to the vague and undescn'bed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a 
remark stating the same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority dale and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" .and "separate adroinisrration". Respondent is unaware of .any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
adroin.iirtt:r the water right. In addition, Respondent opposes Pocatello' s definition of the source for the 
point of diversion under this right, including the allegation that 1he right is "legally and physically 
available" from groUlld water sources in Basin 29. 
Witb: respect to Pocatello" s objection regimling 11 "Swan Flills'' g-arewprovision, '.R.eSponlilmt 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similllr objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be 
addressed in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 • Response to Objection Page3 
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VERJFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-140\A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Da · eida 
. Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
Attm;neys for R~pondeo.ts 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
Notar}' Pobllc 
State of Idaho 
(seal} 
Standard Form 2- Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: °C) I .' ~h,, 
My Commission Expires:-:+ { I Ip l \ D 
Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MA1LING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin. Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
40~.W- Jefferson St 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-009 8 
Chiel;, Natural Resources Division 
Office oftlie Attorney General 
-------tateo:flruiho 
· P.O. Box·44449 ·· 
Boise, ID 837114449 
RogerD. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 • Response to Objection 
United States Deparllllent of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 · 





ST A TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-00273 
STANDARD FORM2 
RESPONSE IQ QR.JECIJQN 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
AttomeyName: RogerD. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83 3 50-03 96 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
lnstream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore oppo,~es it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page2 
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D.S. - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, asserts that the recommendation should include as a point of 
diversion "all ground water points of diversion" of the City of Pocatello. Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for including such points of diversion, or any factual basis to support the allegation 
that wells of the City of Pocatello with ground water rights are used to divert water flowing and 
diverted under this surface water right, and that said claim was not included in the claim of the 
City of Pocatello for this water right, and therefore objects to the proposed changes. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by I.C. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge and belief. 




STATE OF IDAHO 
(over) Page3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May t/J . 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to titToii'owing parties: 
1. Original to: ~~ 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. O.J3ox 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
. 4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended l 0/l 6/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box 248 








) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-273 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
Nor1h Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Forni 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
lnstream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) ofUse 
Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
I 0. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about Novemoer 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right. Respondent is 
unaware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an element for this 
surface water right, or for including such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place ofuses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water 
right to the vague and undescribed place ofuse alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating 
the same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November l 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. In addition, Respondent opposes Pocatello's definition of the source for the 
point of diversion under this right, including the allegation that the right is ''legally and physically 
available" from ground water sources in Basin 29. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondentundersiands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
~~~JJ--~ 
Notary Public for: ldaho 
Residing at: 'd1A.,'U,,,,.) 2)-o.J.1,,U 
My Commission Expires: 06·-/ 1-d-O\ ! 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, JD 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, JD 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL :oi:s!truGi't.o:ii\' . ,. \HO 
STATE OF IDAHO, lNAND li'OR THE COUNTY OF TWffl-FA'bl,Si-1-11-1,ll.,-
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-273 
STANDARD FORl.\i 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
1'lorth Side Canal Comp<ll)y 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Americ~ Falls Reservpir :Pist #2 
112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 




C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chui. 
301 Main St. 
P.O.Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
(208) 934-887Z 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
l. D Name and Address 






2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. 0 Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. 0 Period ofY ear 
9. DX PlaceofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D . This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
alleged that "all groUJld water points of diversion" should be included in this surface waler right. 
Respondent is Ulll!Ware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an 
element for this surface water right, or for including such a rema:rk stating the same, and therefore opposes 
the same. 
. In its Amen9-ed Qbjection fili,don or about Novemb.er 19, ~003, f-!•i.m~!lt Cit.Y oU'oca~!lo ... 
· aileged that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply 
system as provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the benefi.clal use of this 
municipal water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this 
smface water right to the vague and undescnbed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including .u.ch a 
remark stating the same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
· requested !he inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, prlorlty date and pl.llpOSe of 
use" that relates to Pocaiello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
Standard Fonn. 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right In addition, Respondent opposes Pocatello 's definition of the source for the 
point of diversion under this right, including the allegation that the right is "legally and physically 
available" from ground water sources in Basin 29. 
With resp-ecrio Pocate-JJo4 s-crbjecticn regm-1llHg a "SWllli'.ralls" general prov'!Sillll:, R:e;;pbndent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be 
addressed in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly swom,.,upon oath, deposes .and sa.-ys: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge. 
D~~ 
Attorney for Respondents 





Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: ~
My Commission Expires: +f 11_p ( 1b 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josepbme P. Beeman 
409 W. Jeff~o» St, 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P .0. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney Genera.I-
State of!daho 
P .o; Box 44449 · 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kt:nt Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
·~ 
Da · eida 
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TWIN FALLS GO., I /' i 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FlFl'H JUDIC1A.IFnlsTJiUCI:.O 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1N AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-02274 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TQ QB,TECTTON 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address; 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. O.Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FlLED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of PocateUo 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page 1 
























Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 Page 2 
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D.S. - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9-Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(J) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
(Attome 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on· May f 2QQ6 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 




F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May J? , 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to fuefollowing parties: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83 711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P.O.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box248 
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) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-2274 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
, Attorney Phone: 
John K. Simpson / Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Forrn 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
l. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D lnstream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the claim "includes accomplished change in point of diversion" including 23 points of diversion. 
Respondent is unaware of any basis for including other points of diversion under this right, or for including 
such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
Standard Form 2- Response to Objection Page2 
197.4 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County ofTwin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
L, ~ u 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: dt-t)(M._) ~ 
My Commission Expires: 08·- / 1)-;)0l / 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies ofthis response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 4 
, 1976 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 837 I 1-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Travis L. Thompson 
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) ________ ) 
A. SubcaseNo. 29-2274 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O.Box 326 
Milner Irrigation District 
Address: 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side CaJ1!11 Coropany 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
5294 E36JON 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
American Falls Reseryoi.r Dist. #'2 
112 South Apple St. 
Shoshone, ID 83352 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosb/David Heida 
Arlcoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
Attorney Phone: (208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 . 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection '.Page 1 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX PlaceofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not eicist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
alleged that the claim "includes accomplished change in point of diversion" including 23 points of 
diversion. Respondent is unawa.re of any basis for including other points of diversion under this right, or 
for including such a rema.rk stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
-------_;m-its-Amenlied--Gbjeetion-filed-o=r-about-November-l.·9,i-093;-elaimant-Gity-o-f-Poeatell1~-------
. allc;ged_tbat_ the '.'place of uses iswithin.t!li; s~icem-ea Qf~i; City Qf).'qe11tel.1Q ~lll!ic;ip!!l.W!!ter !lllPPlY. .. 
system as provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this 
municipal water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water 
right to the vague and undescn'bed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating 
the same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
Standard Form i - Response to Objection Page2 
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use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate adroini strati on". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right 
. With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with siro.ila. objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be 
addressed in thiEi;ub=e :.nd hmby' reIBvenlie-rigb,to jlarticipate in ConsolidAteo-Sul5case"92-37 .. 
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly .swor-n. upon oath, deposes and says; 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
David ei 
Arkoosh Law Office, Chtd. 
Attorneys for Respondents 
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Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: ~
My C~ssion Expires: + / 1 lp/ ID 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
· Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W . .Jefferson St 
Boise ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O.Box485 
TwmFalls, ID"83303 - · · 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, ID 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-02338 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE IQ QR.IBCIIQN 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East I 00 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho. 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
1983 
























Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Sub case 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page2 
~1984 
D.S. - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
. diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Tdaba ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of peison filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 




STATE OF IDAHO 
lover) Page3 
F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May dJ 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to tiitfon'owing parties: ' . 
L Original to: ~ ~
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: JosephineP. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended l 0116197 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83 711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. O.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DIS'l'RIC . 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F 
In Re SRBA 




) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-2338 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O.Box 326 
Twin Falls, ldaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E36ION 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Jdaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




· City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, JD 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the claim "includes accomplished change in point of diversion" including 23 points of diversion. 
Respondent is unaware of any basis for including other points of diversion under this right, or for including 
such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
· administer the water right. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 




State of!DAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C. §§ 42-1401 A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
Notary Public for: Jdaho 
Residing at: :)w {,(,v J:-al.J-V 
My Commis~ion Expires: 0&-11-';)0l I 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney.General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box44449 
Boise, ID 83 711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-2338 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
---------------Jlmrth-Side-emra:1-eomp,-.can"'y.-----Amencan FailsReservmr Disr."#2 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 Sbuth Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
Attorney Pfione: .. 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P.O.Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
. (208) 934~8872 .. 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
· Pocatello, ID 83205 
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Instr earn Flow Description 
Purpose(s) ofUse 
Period of Year 
9. OX Place of Use 
10. OX CJaimant;s Propused General Provisions 
l L Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be reeo1mnended with the 
elements described abpve. 
BRJEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or abQt1t }{oyetnber W, 20.03,i;!aimant City _o(Pocatello alleged 
thnt the claim ''includes accomplished cbangik point of divenrion" including 23 points of diversion. 
Respondent is unaware of any basis for including other points of diversion under this right, or for including 
such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes lhe same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within tbe service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under lmiho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent apposes lhe same. 
fu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "sour(:jl, quantity, priority date and pmpose of use"_thatrelates 
Standard Form 2 • Response to Objection Page2 
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to Pocatello's reservoir aud tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of auy basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary w define or administer the water right 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claim.anL City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date aud purpose of use" that relate 
to "separate streams" and "separ,ue admillistration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
suchgenera½provisions-and therefore oppllSlls tllllm111nmml!l?S!1ll1Yli:l dllfimror M.\llilW\ei'thll water rlgl:il:. 
With respect to Pocatello' s objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
!his subcase aud hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
~ . . - '~. . 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by l.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
l 
AI oosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
ftorneys for Respondentii 





Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing 11t: ~
___________________ ..JYJ..}'...cammissioo Ex:pires~_/1.1,,!f./_,_1 ?>=. ________ _ 
· (seal) 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAilJNG 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original w1d copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1 0 .. "1 . __ IJgmru tn; 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 8330372707 
2. One copy to the clairn811t of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman · 
--------,,·og-w:-Jefferson S':;._=-------------~-------------
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
C~e:t; ~aM:al.Resources_pivision . 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
RogerD. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 833 50 
Standard Form 2" Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
. . John K. Sllllpson. 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
~ Davi Heida 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL D-4~kb~~~:·~~~f?j ~ t·,1LED ., ..... · 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-02401 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPoNSE TO QB-IECTJQN 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-251 l 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO l'"lLED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING . 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 -Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 {over) Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
lnstream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not reco=ended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the reco=endation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the reco=endation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page2 
D.S. - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of pcr..on filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by l.C. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belie£ 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 





F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May £., 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to the following parties: 
I. Original to: {\" ".,_£ ~
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address; P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resourt:e Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 • Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of!daho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arlmosh & James, LLP 
P. O.Box32 . 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. O.Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE F'IFI'H JUDicilllf>2;~: u' !f!1~iE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN LS 
In Re SRBA 




) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-2401 
STANDARD FORM 2 
· RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson I Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Pagel 
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D. J am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Jdaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place ofuse under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
ln its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
Notary Public for: Jdaho 
Residing at: .'.)wlMJ f}jpJ},,g_) 
My Commission Expires: 08-- / 7-::tJ I [ 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 









A. Subcase No. 29-2401 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPOl\1DING: 
Name: 
Address: 
TwinFa11s Canal Company 
P.O.Box326 
Twin Fa1ls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
. --··-· . : . . .. 
--------------,...-roonSilieCana:rC"'o""m"'p"'an"'"yc----,Am'-=e-=r"'1can=-uF•alJsR:eservmr Disf:#2 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 




. . . . Attorney Phone: 
Gorn;l~~ _Ip_8_3330. 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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Name and Address 
Source 
-~ ., .. ,_ .. 
Quantity 
Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10: DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions·· 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. · 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed onor about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello ttlleged 
th.af lli.e "place of uses is within the servfoe area of ilie clty of Pocaiello mumcipiii water· suppiy system ns . 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessazy to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right» Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use tJDder this water rigbt to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remmk stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or RboutNovember 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priori~ date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello· s reservoir and t.ank storage facilities. RJ:spondent is W1aware of any basis fur the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unneressary to define or administer the water right 
In its Aro.ended Ohjection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocarello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding ~source, quaotity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is =aware of any basi.s for the.inclusion of 
such general pro\~sions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, elaimant Cily of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water !light'' relating 
to administration and when water was :first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
. .J>.;:,calello~-0bji,cti1>n-to.the-statement'-alld.therefor-e-0pp1>ses-the-same, -R-esp1>nde11t-is-further-unawar-e-of...an)'-· .. 
basis regarding Poeatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent nnderstands that 1his issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 







State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
bA. VID .HEIDA;-cii.i1y sworn, i.iji~ii-oai:h, cieposes and says: 
That 1 am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best ofmy lmowledge. 
D~ Ii 
t--. _·______ ·_··_··_·_····_·-_···_··_·_-_-_-~---··_··-----,Ar!tltik:m,oo::~:~:::::~:tttd_. ___________ _ 






Statt: of Idaho 
(seal) .... 
Standard Form 2. - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:~ 
M Commission Bx ires: -l-Uf>~--i-D•--------
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAi:-»'f'S'f-RIG: ., , . . 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-02499 
STANDARD FORM2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
______________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East I 00 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-25 l l 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 (over) Page I 
2010 .. 
























Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F .2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page 2 
2011 
D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion . 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name ofpmon filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May f , 2D06 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended l 0/16/97 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
(over) Page3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May ~ • 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to &;Tonowing parties: 
1. '
'LL.·{}-~.• .. 
Original to: /~ . 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third A venue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83 711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-2499 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W,, Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
2015' 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Obje_ction filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatejlo's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this i~sue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by l.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: 'J1,\)U,v '3-ul.i) 
My Commission Expires: 08'- ( 1-dO l ( 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, l mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello· 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
ID WR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 833]8 
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A, Sub case No. 29-2499 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPOND1Nfr . 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O.Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
M.ilner Irrigation District 
5294E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
------------'!-NortlrSro-e-Ca:rratemn"pa:t"'1"'y----o1Ameffl'>l:!,.;ti"'ca=h"'Fll1lY-RllseJ:\loir-J:Jist #2 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
· · .. · Attorney Pfionii: ·· · (208f934-8872 ., ·· 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box:4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. . .. ·m-· Quantity----·--·· .. -----· 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point{s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed Genei'll.l Provisions · 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXI'LANA TION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
tbat tbeuplac,n:1flllleifi's Witliiti liieseivice iitea'ofllitfCify 6f P6ciifell6 municipal wa1irsupp1y sys!eiiflis' 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipi,1 
water rigbt." Respondent is unaware of any basis for chnnging tbe place of use under lhis waler right tq the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including sqcb a remark stating the same, and 
tberefore Respondent opposes the same. · 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant Cily ofPocatelln requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis fur the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as tl!lnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed 011 or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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-------~----------------------------------------
to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is 1maware of any basis for the inclusion of' 
such general provisions and !herefure opposes !hem as unnecessa,y to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant Cily of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in ''Other Provisions Necessa,y for Defutltian or Administration of Ibis Water Right" relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or used Respondent is unaware pf any basis for 
...•. ..Jlocatello's.objec:tion-tothe-statement-and-iliereforeopposes--fue-same.--R:espom:lenl~is--further-unaware-of-fllly·- • 
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocai:ello's objectiOD regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated :from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
CountyofGooding ) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
-------------'--------'--------.1ttorneys1brRespond',..,.,,..._ __________ _ 





Standard Form 2- Response to Objection 
Notary Public fur: Idaho 
Residing at:~ 
My Comnussion Expires:'± [.llPJ-1,'}:..::b:::..... _______ _ 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, mcluding 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. .. 9~~~~-t_o: -··-·. ···- __ _ 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the cla.iJriant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
! 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman · · ·· ·· · .. · · 
--------409-W-:-Jefferson-St-. -----------
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Oflfce oflhe ::A.ttoriiey'General . 
State ofidaho 
P.O. Box44449 
Boise, ID 83 711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K Simpson 
. Travis thomiison 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box 248 
:~=--/ Heida = 
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A. Subcase No. 29-04221 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO ORJF,CIIQN 
-------------) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAl\:IE AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83 3 50-067 5 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-251 I 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
· Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83 350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAl\:IE AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FIT,ED THE OBJECTION TO 
wmCH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 (over) Page 1 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 Page2 
2025 
D. 4 - Priority Date: 
Objection to the priority date is not resolved by the reason stated, as the reason fails to 
provide a date within a reasonable certainty. 
D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by I.C. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belie£ 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
A.mended 10/16/97 (over) Page3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachments, to the following parties: . . ) ! 
1. Original to: HAND DELIVERED 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of!daho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. O.Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-4221 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Inigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 




D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. Finally, Respondent is unaware of any basis regarding the 
claimed priority date and therefore opposes Pocatello's objection regarding the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of!DAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by l.C. §§ 42-140JA(I) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: ~lfa"V :J-a_i,Lf_.,J 
My Commission Expires: 03- /'7-Jo l ( 
Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAil,ING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
l. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the folJowing address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Farm 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A Subcase No. 29-4221 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPOh'DING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
~-----------llfurth-sid~un1rp'l!l1y,,..---Amlllil'JufFl!lhr~'Dist. #2 
[- . 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. J 12 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Ar-koosh/David Heida 
Ar-koosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
· (20s) ·93~ss12· · ··· 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
__ ,., -· _ .. 20.33 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to tile following eleme11ts: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX PriorityDate 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. 0 Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
S. D Period of Year 
9. DX PlaceofU$e 
· ·· · - --· 10: - · ox Clairiiarii' s Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. , 
BRIEF EXPLANATIO~ FOR RESPONSE .. . 
In its Amended Objection filed on oi: abOU1:.N..~Y-~!111?ei:,_19,_2Q0_3, cl~l,l!lJ_C,ity !)fl:'oc~µ~ ~µ~g~ .. 
- - tliafthe "place ofwiei"i11witmn "the service aren of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, includiag aU lands ne,:essary to' complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a rem an:: stating the same, and 
therefure Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage fiwilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and pllJJ)ose of use" that relate 








to '°separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as wmecessary to define or adininister the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
·-. -- .. - -Eocatello~-0bjection.to..th<:-i,tatement-arn:!-theref"re.opposes-tl1e-sarm>.--R-espcmdentJs-further-U11aware.of=y----- .... -·-. ----· 
basfa regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and tl1erefore 
opposes the same. Finally, Respondent is unaware of any basis regarding the claimed priority date and 
therefore opposes Pocatello's objection regarding the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision., Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated SubC1Jse 92-37 . 
. -:.~·- . 
Standard Form i - Response to Objection Page3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: - .. -
That I am the party/claimant filing tltis response, as defined by LC. § § 42-1401 A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements :,re true to the best ofmy knowledge. 
~ 
David Heida 
Bruker Rosholt & Simpson ILP 
--------------------t,1-tnrneyirtbrR-espund1....,,..------------
Subscribed and swom to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCRASB 
Notary Public 
$tau, of Idaho 
. -·· . .... .. .. . ....... (seal) 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for. Idaho 
Residing at~ 




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies ohhis response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
_; ........ _____ , _ _]: _ .. _ _Q~JQ!!~_to: . ___ -··- _____ -------·····- ·-·· ____ ..... ____ ... __ .. ____ -··- _______ -···-- .... ______ --·· __ -·· ____ ·-· _ 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the clannant oftl1e water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
· -- Josephine P. Beeman - - ~ · -· ·· "- ··· ·· ··· ··· 





Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office 6£ the Attotney General .. 
State ofidaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID83724 
John K. Simpson 
.... Travis Thompson· 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 833 03 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAlf»:fu-):ru' .,v. " .. 
1 
I 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-04222 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TD QB,IECTJQN 
--------------) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 833 50-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
2038 
D. I am responding to the objections to the following elements. (Please check the appropriate 
box(es).) 
1. D Name and Address 
2. 0 · Source 
3. 0 Quantity 
4. 0 Priority Date 
5. 0 Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. 0 Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. 0 Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
• 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page2 
2039 
D.S. - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, asserts that the recommendation should include as a point of 
diversion "all ground water points of diversion" of the City of Pocatello. Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for including such points of diversion, or any factual basis to support the allegation 
that wells of the City of Pocatello with ground water rights are used to divert water flowing and 
diverted under this surface water right, and that said claim was not included in the claim of the 
City of Pocateilo for this water right, and therefore objects to the proposed changes. 
D. 9 -Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the reco=endation of this right for the 
reason that it does not includ\: a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of pe1S<:m filing response) 
That Tam the party/claimant filing this response as defined by I.C. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that T am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that T have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on- May f-:, 2006 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May £ 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to the following parties: 
I. Original to: ~ ~
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PILC 
P. 0. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended l0/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83 711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P.O.Box32 .. 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box 248 
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) ________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-4222 
ST ANDA.RD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson I Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
2042 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D In stream Fl ow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place ofuses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
2043 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the quantity element and alleges it is 7 cfs. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the objection and 
therefore opposes the same. 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right. Respondent is 
unaware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an element for this 
surface water right, or for including such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Sub case 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(J) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
~~~ 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
Notary Public ¼r: l~aho 
Residing at: dJtU<..,vv 2Ja1W 
My Commission Expires: O 8-11 -°d-0 \ ( 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
l certify that on May 4, 2006, l mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 833 03-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, JD 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, JD 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
lDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, JD 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, JD 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, ldaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
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A. Subcase No. 29-4222 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: Twin Falls Canal Company Milner Irrigation District 
Address: P.O. Box 326 5294 E 3610 N 
· Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
-1-1------_-_--_·· _____ --_---_--··_· --------'l~u~:s{:~~:mpm,=,y~--~e~~:hi:~~;:1v-o~-;i~>-·-_---_-----_--_-·_· ---
~ 
I 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 · Shoshone, ID -S3352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
· Attorney Phcine:.. . . .. 
C. Torn Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
. P.O. Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
(zos)!i34-=-ss72 · ·· · 
. ! . 




City of Pocatello 
.P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 








D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
' ----·---·-- -·---- --- -··-··--·--- -- . ----···---··---·----·--·· ---··------- ---- ·-----····- ···-··-···-7 - - . 3. DX Quantity 
... 
I 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
IO. · DX · Claiinarit's Pfojiosea Generall'rcivisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements descnoed above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
thaftlie "place ofiises is wiihiit thei"seivfoe area·ottiie C,tjicifPocateilo·mumcfpiiiwiiter suppiy system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessruy to COlJ:!plete the beneficial use of1his municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right tc the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or fur including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. · 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessruy tc define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to usepa,;ate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water rigbl 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the quantity element and alleges it is 7 cfs. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the objection and 
therefore opposes the same. 
,._ .. ·- _ _, ______ -- ,, _______________ _ -------··---- -------
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right Respondent is 
unaware of any basis for including Pocatello' s ground water points of diversion as an element for this surface 
water right, or for including such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection bas been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
-H H ,H •••' •• -·-
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
----··-- ------·-- DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: ------------------· 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney fur the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge. 
Arkoosh 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PIJRCflAsE 
Notary Public 
Scaie of Idaho 
Notaiy Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:~ . 
My Commission.Expires:~ I \W,._}_O~·--------
· · ·· -·· · ·· (seal) ···· 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
· I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response; including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
____________ !~---Origin<=· ::cal:::_t:.:o.:.: ____________________ ·-·-·- ... _____________________ ····-
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
· · Josephine P. Beeman · ·· · · · · ·· · · · .. ·· ·· ·-· · · · ·· 
---------,109-W:-JeffersotrS'~.---------------------------
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chiet; Natural Resources Division 
Office ·orthe Afto:mey Geiierai · · 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
RogerD. Ling 
P.0.Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
., . ' 
John K. Simpson 
Travis ti-iompson . 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kent F1etcher 
P.O. Box248 
~ Davi Heida 
Page 5 
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DiSTi~:c~· ~~-:'.;::;T··~ \~ _\, 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUtilR~1>ISTR:I ,r .••. THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F 
lnReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-04223 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO QBJECTTON 
-------------) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 833 50-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East I 00 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83 3 50-03 96 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page 1 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
lnstream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
Objector City of Pocatello further objects to the rate of diversion, but gives no legal or 
factual basis by which such element should be changed from the recommendation. Therefore, 
respondents oppose such change. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
S.F.2 -Response to Objection 
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objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name ofper.;on filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that T am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and. that the statements are true to the _best of my knowledge and belie£ 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 




F. CERTIFICATE OF l\'.lAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachments, to the following parties: 
1. Original to: HAND DELIVERED 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department qf Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. TomArkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
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) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-4223 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, ldaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson I Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 
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• 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D lnstream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
JO. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the quantity element and alleges it is 2.67 cfs. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the objection and 
therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 




State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
T~mpson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
~171¥ 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: 'di1JW Ja.J.iV 
My Commission Expires: 03- ('{-d-O \ l 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, JD 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
JDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General .· 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 837ll-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O.Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
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United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
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A Subcase No. 29-4223 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho ~3303-0326 
Nonli-Siae Canal Company 
· 921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Milner Irrigation District 
. 5294 E 3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
- • • m • ~, .,~ - • •'- "~•• • • • 
Amencan Falls Reservo1r Dist. #2 
112 South Apple St. 
Shoshone; ID 83352 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chui. 
301:.MainSt. 
------------~P:..JO.L....1Bi10,..x,...,_,, ___________________ _ 
GQo~g, m.~;l;l30 
{208) 934-8872 
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D. I am responding ta the objection(s) ta the following elements: 













ox Priority Date 
DX Point(s) of Diversion 
D Instream Flow Description 
ox Purpose(s) ofUse 
D Period ofYear 
DX Plw:eofUse 
. . • . . .. Ht . . tJ:X: . Cfaimant'·s Proposed General Provisions .. - . - ... . , 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
0 This water right was not recommended, but should he recommended with the 
elements described above. 
JUUEF EXPLANaTION FOR RESPONSE;. 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City 9;!J:oc_~tell.o .aJ!~g,;d 
tliatthi: ''pface .. ol"iises 1s wiiitintiie service .ma of th~·crty .;f Poortello .~ucicipal .;,at.er supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessaiyto complete the beneficial use of lhis ll'.ll.lllicipal 
water righL" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under 1his water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remarlc stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the some. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about :November l 9, 2003, clllllllilllt City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and pw:pose of use" that rel ates 
to Pocatello's reservoir ood Lank storage facilities. Respondent is unaw= of any basis for tbe inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection :filed on or about Novembc:r 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and pw-pose of use" that relate 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respoodent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the quantity element and alleges it is 2.67 cfs. Respondent is unawllre of any basis for tl1e objection and 
therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November l 9, 2003, cla.unanl Cily of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisiolll! Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating 
to adrni.njstration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unav1,are of ruiy basis for 
Pocatello' s objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further unaware of any 
basis regarding Pooatello's objection that the ·water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With re5Pect to Pocalello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands thet this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections <!S 
Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscn'bed and swam to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
Noi:uy Public 
Stare of Idaho Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: "'e) \ · ~ 
--------------------My-Commission.&pires~-t-t,,{-t-e--------
(seal) 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies ·of this response; including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1.. Orig,=in::::.al::....::tO:::.: __________________________ _ 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
. ··-······· ..... Josephine P. Beenlan · 
--------"09··W-:-:fefferson-s~.----------------------------
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to; 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office ot't1ie Attorney ·Geiiefar · · 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 837ll-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 -Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
B~ise, II? 83724 
J ~~_!(, _S~!'~<l.n . _. _ 
Travis Thompson 
P.0.Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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Please print or type the following information: 
A. Subcase No. 29-04224 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE IQ QBJECIIQN . 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
· Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page 1 
























Point(s) of Diversion 
lnstream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
I 1. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decre<;d with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Sub case No. 92-3 7 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and S. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the reco=endation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further iµ;serts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the reco=endation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the b~neficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Na.me of perron filing response) 
That Jam the party/claimant filing this response as defined by J.C. §42-140IA(I) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 • Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Page 3 
F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May cL 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to tifufoilowing parties: 
1. Original to: 1A/4 -~ dJ... ~
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy'!o the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 . 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. O.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. O.Box248 
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) _________ ) 
• 
A. Subcase No. 29-4224 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 73 3-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of,Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under ldabo law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such geoeral provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November I 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November I 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
ThatI am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A{l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
T~mpion = 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
91ru11P'lf·YlM~ 
Notary Public for: Id!!,ho /J~ ,1,1
0 
) 
Residing at: :){,ui,tu <::T~ 
My Commission Expires: Og-tJ-?O ( / 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the fol lowing persons: 
l . Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney.General 
State ofidaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 837!l-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 833 50 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 




STATE OFIDAHO,lN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 




) ________ ) 
A Subcase No. 29-4224 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O.Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
ulth-si.i:h:,eana:t-emnp=an-y~-----..Am~e""rican ........ Pall.1sResei voh Disr.#2 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P.O.Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
Attorney Phone: . . (208)"934~8872 . . . 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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6. 0 Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. OX Place ofUse 
10: DX . Claima,nt'·s Proposed General Provisions .. 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
.. , .. ~ ' ~ ., ,, ~ 
D This wa•cer right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESl'ONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant <:i~ of Pocatello_ ~eged 
tJiat the "place of uses isWiffiiri"ff,eseniice-aifaof'tiie'cityofPocaiiillo miiiuelpai water si.ippiy system as •. 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the bene.fieial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed pl ace of use alleged by Poeatello, or for including such a remark stating the sw:ne, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quanti~, priorit;y date and plll1)0se of use" that relates 
to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage filcilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessruy to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection :filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello reques!J;';d 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and pUlJlose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right'' relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or used Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
------,-·'0Gatel10!s-0bjeeti0n-t-0-1he-statement-and-1herefore-0pposes-lhe-same,-Respo11dent-is.further-unaware-0f-anv------
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversio11 and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection bas been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
C011solidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Fann 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
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VERJFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
D~-aiily sworn, upon oatli, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
( 6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge, 
•" ...... ···-·· - . : ... -·-
---------------------A,ttorneys-fqr-R-espondento------------
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 · 
CAM PURCHASE 
Notary Public 
Slate of Idaho 
· ·· · · · · (seal) 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: \daho 
Residing at: 'o > • l::,):::,, 
My'Comrnission Ex:pir~: ::1: I 11..,. \ i"l:;, 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify tbat on May 3, 2006, I mailed,tbe original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
L Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
JosephineP ;·Beeman 
--------409-W.,-Jeffer-son.,g*",--------------~--'-----------
Boise, ID 8370.2 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief; Natural Resources Division 
·· Office·or-ine :Atromey"General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
'Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-04225 
STANDARD FORM 2 
BESPQNSE TQ QBJECIJQN 
______________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
· Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page 1 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decre,ed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water. rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that. the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights ofldaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-3 7 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 Page2 
2.081 
D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing· the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing respome) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May f , 2D06 




STATE OF IOAHO 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May ,LJ , 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to tifeTauowing parties: 
1. Original to: /.le• .:.L~ 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
· 253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83 318 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DIS c..,c:.·=-"= . . . 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FAL 
In Re SRBA 




) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-4225 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson I Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION .FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under ldaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
2.085 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. · 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant Cily of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understllllds that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 • Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRA VJS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
WU+ )7fi:n~  
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: ~ :Ja.Le..v 
My Commission Expires: DZ-f'J-:}.b [ / 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
JDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O.Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
. Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, JD 83724 
Roger Ling 
. P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 833 l 8 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-4225 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJEC110N ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O.Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner hrigation District 
5294E36I0N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
---------------North·Side··eanaJ-e~o,=11~pa.=,=y---A.tnericarrFalls-ReservoirBist:-#2'-----
921 N. Llncom Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
· · forome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name; 
Attorney Address 
Attorney J>noiie: · -· · 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St 
:P.O. Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
.. (208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection· Page I 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. ox Priority Date 
5. DX Point{s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9 . DX Place ofUse 
.. · IO:-· · DX · Claimaiil's Ph5posed General Provisions .. · · · 
1 l. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be re.commended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of PocaJW!o alleged 
thatthi,'"iiliice of'iises 1s-wiOilii ilie service area or ui~-cl1.fofPociiie1Io muiiiclpal wafefstiiiiily ·system as· · 
provided for under ldahb law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under lb.is wate.r right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use'' that relates 
to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer !he water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 • Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or nsed. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
------":Ocatello".s.objection-to-the.statement-and--therefore-0pp0ses--the.same.-R-esp0ndent-is-fur-tlier..unaware.oian.y·-----
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby resen,es the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ·) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAmti EE!DA, duly swam, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statement~ are true to the best ofmy knowledge. 
~4/l_L_ 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
--------------------A·ttorneys-for-R-espond~•t,,..------------
Subscribed-and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
Notary Public 
Sm"' of Idaho 
-· (seal) 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at~ 
My Commission Expires:~ J t t.. \ \ o 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAJLING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: · 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
--- __ ., .... - .- ..... Josephine P. Beeman -~ " -·. . .. '"" ''•. 
-------409-W.Jetfer-sen-Stt~.----------------------------
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to; 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Cluef, Natural Resources D1vmon 
-Office· of the Attorney General· : · · 
State of!daho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Fann 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
..... Travis Tliompscin 
P.O. Box485 
· Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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A. Subcase No. 29-04226 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83 3 1 8 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
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D. I am responding to the objections to the following elements. (Please check the appropriate 
box(es).) 
1. D Name and Address 
2. 0 . Source 
3. 0 Quantity 
4. 0 Priority Date 
5. 0 Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. 0 Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. 0 Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
Objector City of Pocatello further objects to the rate of diversion, but gives no legal or 
factual basis by which such element should be changed from the recommendation. Therefore, 
respondents oppose such change. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page2 
2095 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9- Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that T am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that T have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge and belief. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 





' . ' ' f 
Original to:-- . • . HAND DELIVERED 
Clerk of the District C~urt- - _., -~ 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-4226 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
2099 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
ln its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the quantity element and alleges it is 1.22 cfs. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the objection and 
therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. § § 42-140 I A( I) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
SffW# CTi·rt~ 
Notary Public for: I~aho . A 
1 
• ) 
Residing at: )v.J/4,{,,V ;Ja.J:.,{_,J/ 
My Commission Expires: D/5-17- Jo I I 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
l. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of PocateJJo 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the foJJowing address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
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United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-4226 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O.Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
------~-----Nt,rtlrSid:e-eanai-C-Omp1.ll)'~--~a11,ReSerVdir Dtm::i#',.,_ ___ _ 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P.O.Box32 
Gooding, ID &3330 
Kfforiief Plione: ..... '(208) 93'4·~8872 . .. 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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l l. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "plat,rofuseg is witliifi tlieservice 'iirea of lhe CiW or Pocatello i:i:iiirucipiif walefsiippfy system as- · ·· 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
waler right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changi.l)g the plllce of use under this water right to the 
vague and undcscribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such arcmarlc stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, ~aimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecesswy to define or adrninist~r the water right 
In its Amended Object.ion filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that rela1e 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
2104 
• ----•w-•--------------------------------~~-------
to "se1n1rate streams~ and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such ge:neral provisions and therefore opposes them as Ullllecessa.ry to define or administer the water righl 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
_ ·- . _ .•...• .J!.ocatello'.s.objection.to.the.statemwt-aod-1.he:refore-0ppGses--the-sam.,,_Respondent-is-fuclher-unaware-o~----
. · · • basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the quantity element and alleges it is 1.22 cfs. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the objection and 
therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondein. 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidared Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, :RJ:spondent undersumds that this issue will m,)t be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby re.serves the right to participate in CoDSOlidared Subcase 92-37 . 
....... _,. ......... ,, - .... . 
-· -- - -----~ 
----------------------~----------------------
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes .and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my lmowledge. 
D,(/J.i~~ 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd . 
..• -- -- . - - -· - - .... ·- .... -- ~····"·-,··· •·-- ... , ....... -~--- ... -~-, .... -- ······-· ---·-- ,. ···-
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CERTJFICATE OF MA1LING 
I certify that on May 3; 2006, I mailed the original and copies of thls response; including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
·· .. · -··-- -~ .. - -- - -· ·-··:fmrephine-P:-Beem~-- ··· .. --- ----· -- · · .... - · · · -- .. ·- --- ·- · ·· ··- ··-~---- ---·· ---· -----------
---a09·W:-Jefferson-S . 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
ID\VR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chlet; Natural Resources Division 
··· · umce · or ilie Attorney General -
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711--4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
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United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID -~3!24 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kent F1etcher 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
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A. Subcase No. 29-07106 
STANDARD FORM 2 
BESPQNSE TQ QBJECTTQN 
--------------) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East I 00 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include ~ general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. · 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9- Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by I.C. §42-1401A(I) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May ~, 2006 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May Y- , 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this 
response, including all attachments, to ~owing parties: 
1. Original to: ~ 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16197 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. TomArkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. O.Box32 · 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. O.Box248 









A. SubcaseNo. 29-7106 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho S3338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E36J0N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
John K. Simpson / Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorney Phone: 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
]. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November I 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessa,y to define or 
administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
( 6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
~::{q~B\z~) 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: :J,ui.,uv J-~ 
My Commission Expires: D f ~ / 7- 'JO/ ( 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
l. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O.Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box 248 
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A. SubcaseNo. 29-7106 
Case No. 39576 
) 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECITON ________ ) 
B. NAME At'm ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: Twin Falls Canal Company Milner Irrigation District 
Address: P.O. Box 326 5294 E 3610 N 
TwinFalls, Idaho 83303..0326 Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
--·--- --~ ., ... - ·--· -- --- ·- ----- ..... --·-· . -- -- --·----·· ·--'-~. - ,.._ .... ,_ --·---·-- --- .. -· --"----·- ----~ .... -~ , ____ _ 
---------------NortlrSide·€a:naH;ompan•~y---Arrrerlt:arr'Falls.·R~se1vair Dilrt:i#!->------
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome,ldaho 83338· Shoshone, ID 83352 · · · 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P, 0. Bqx; 42 . 
Gooding, ID 83330 
Attorney Plioiiii:" · · ·· (208Y9°:r11:ss12 • · · 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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· ·-··· -· · ·-- ---··10:·-- ·-ox- ·- Claiilfanf's--Proposed General Provisions - -·-· - ··--·--·-- ·-· - --- ··- ---- -·-- ··- -- - - - ··- -· -- ·- ---
11. Recommendation: 
D 1bis water right should not exist 
D 1bis water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRlEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its A.mended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
. tlfal: the"place of uses IS within the servlce area of the Ctty of Pocatello municipal water supply system-as .. 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands llecessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water rigbL" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its A.mended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its A.mended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" lllld "s~arate administration". Respondent is 11I1aware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necess,µy for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is 11I1aware of any basis for 
_____ ----J;,ocatello'.s.objection-tG.(he-statement-and-therefore-0pp0ses-the-same,-Resp<3ndent-is-further-un.aware-0f-<1J1:V-· -----
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" .general provision, Respondent. 
llilderstands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
C011Solidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent 11I1derstands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37 . 
. ·-~ ........ ,-- -·- --- ---- --, , ______ . ·--- --. ··- .... --·- -- -· -·------ . --· - -····-· ··- --·-- - --~-- . -·· .. - --- -· ----- --- -···· - --- --- ---·-···· -- .·-··. _.,.,. ____ ~·- --·····--- .. -
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
lmow its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my lmowledge. 
~ a i:la 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
, - --- -- ... -- - ..... -·- ---·--- --- --·- --- . - ----·-·- "'--------- -- - - -- -- -- -·-··--·-·-- ---- --·, ---- -- - - .... --· --··· - --.-- ----- -- -----· -· ·-··-
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
NoUll}' Public 
Slate of Idaho 
- (seai) . 
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Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:~I ~k,, . 




I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box.2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box.4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the fullowing address: 
·-----··--- -- --·-···· ·-Jcrsi-:pl:rl:n1,1>;·Beeililln - ------ · - -··------···--·- ----- -···---- - · ··---·-- ----- ·· -- ·· --- · · -··--·- - .. , -· -
-------'""'·09-W~ Jefferson SL 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief; Natural Resources Division 
. Of!foe ·of'ti\e Attorney· Generai' .. -
State ofldaho . 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box.396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
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United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boi~e, ID_83724_ .... 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson· · 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DI~-0F-'-'fH~I' 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
lnReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-07118 
ST AND ARD FORM 2 
BESPQNSE TD QBJECTIQN 
______________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East I 00 South 
Burley, Idaho 833 I 8 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark regarding the City of Pocatello's water distribution facilities, and opposes this proposed 
change for the further reason that this right is for irrigation purposes, and should not b 
commingled with the municipal water of the City of Pocatello. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Sub case 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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Objector, City of Pocatello, has failed to state any reason for changing the purpose of use 
as no factual or legal basis upon the purpose of use of this water right can or should be changed. 
D. 7 - Purpose(s) of Use: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, objects to the purposes of use as irrigation, and seeks to 
change it to "municipal." Pocatello submits no factual or legal basis by which an irrigation right, 
whether held by a city or any other entity, can be changed to a "municipal" ..yater right, and 
respondents therefore object to any change in the purpose of use. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects that the place of use in the 
recommendation did not include the entire "municipal service area" of the City, including all 
lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of the municipal water right. As previously stated, 
this is not a municipal water right, and there is no basis by which the City of Pocatello may show 
the place of use as the entire surface area, as such change in the water right would be a significant 
and substantial expansion of the nature of use and the duty of water under this water right. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That Tam the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that T am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2QQ6 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May .4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachments, tb the following parties: 
I. Original to: HAND DELIVERED 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83 711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box248 
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A. Subcase No. 29-7118 
STANDARD FORM 2 
· RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 




Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 36ION 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 




John K. Simpson / Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 73 3-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page J 
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( 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
l. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
JO. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November I 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the purpose of use and alleges it should be classified as "municipal". Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for changing the purpose of use and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
~\,)~ ?\_~e) 
Notary Public for: Idalio 
Residing at: :J<,u.l,l,v 3-a..Mv 
My Commission Expires: 08-1'7-'J-0\ I 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Travis L. Thompson 
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In Re SRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-7118 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDlNG: 
Name: Twin Falls Canal Company Milner Inigation District 
Address; P.O. Box 326 5294 E 3610 N 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
-- ·- - "- ---.~-·--,-~ -·--·-- -- -·-- -·--·-·---···--·---·-·-----·- --·--- .. --·---·-·--- -------. d ·----. -~----- --... ... • ...... 
------------i,rororSiaeCaruil-C'""om=p=an=y=-c-----,Am=-=en::::-c::-:an:::::-r,Fall""s Reservoir DJST.~2 
... , ..... 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St 
· Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Cbtd. 
301 Main St. 
_____________ __.c_.,Q...B.ox_J""'----------------------
. .... . .. 9094jpg, IP. _ll_'.,}3() 
.. Attorney Phone: (208) 934-8&72 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRmF EXl'LANA TI0N FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimaot Cit; of Pocatello alleged 
-tli"ah:lie "p1iiccofuses is with.in the service area of the City of Pocatello mwtlcipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho Jaw, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocali,)]o, or for including such a remaik stating !he same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatcllo's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on orahout November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate stre;uns" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the waterrighl 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the purpose of use and alleges it should be classified as "municipal". Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
changing the purpose of use and t!Jerefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Sub case 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves 1he right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
--~· . ·--- ~·- . --,·-·,, ....... ~ ----· .. , . - .. -· ·-·-- -· --,.- ····- ..:.,- ---· ........... ------·-·· ·······- . ,.- - -··· .... •· ,, ,- -,. -.... -.. ---- ...... -- ~- -------·- ------ ~- ·--
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge. 
&ibu~ 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd . 
. - . -·· . " -- ··-- .... _, ___ -· -· ·-- .:.. - -··--- _______ .,_, __ , - - - . -- ··- -- - -- . -·-·- .... -, ..... ,.·--- -- - -- .... , .... --- ~·-· - -, ,-.- -
.ttofueysrof"Respondents 
Subscribed and -sworn to ·before me oh: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
Notary Public 
State of I<iliho Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:-=- ' · · · _.. A. 
__ ·_···_·· -_·· _· -_·_· ·_·· _________ _.,_. ~~::;t._µ_~'-'-l~\0~. _· ·· ____ ··_· _· ·_· .. _ .. _· 
· (seal) ·· 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
2134 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies Dfthis re~onse, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P ,0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
..... ·- . --- -- - ·--- - -Josephine!'. Beeman - - - - -·- .. ·- ·-. -· 
--~----409-w·::Jefi"ersmr-sr.------ ----------------------
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chiet; Natural Resources Division 
·ofl'iceor the Aticimiij.ideriera1 · · 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box 396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Fann 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83'.2~ 
· ... ~_}CJP.D ~'-~-~P~Pi:1. 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83 303 
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In Re SRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-07119 
STANDARD FORM 2 
BF.SPQNSF- IQ QBJECIIQN 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark regarding the City of Pocatello's water distribution facilities, and opposes this proposed 
change for the further reason that this right is for irrigation purposes, and should not b 
commingled with the municipal water of the City of Pocatello. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page 2 
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\ 
Objector, City of Pocatello, has failed to state any reason for changing the purpose of use 
as no factual or legal basis upon the purpose of use of this water right can or should be changed. 
D. 7 - Purpose(s) of Use: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, objects to the purposes of use as irrigation, and seeks to 
change it to "municipal." Pocatello submits no factual or legal basis by which an irrigation right, 
whether held by a city or any other entity, can be changed to a "municipal" water right, and 
respondents therefore object to any change in the purpose of use. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects that the place of use in the 
recommendation did not include the entire "municipal service area" of the City, including all 
lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of the municipal water right. As previously stated, 
this is not a municipal water right, and there is no basis by which the City of Pocatello may show 
the place of use as the entire surface area, as such change in the water right would be a significant 
and substantial expansion of the nature of use and the duty of water under this water right. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Jdaba ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-l40IA(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belie£ 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May f , 2DD6 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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2138 
F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this respons1~ includ_ing.all attm::J~gi~n!s, to the following parties: 
Ju
. C:i ~~.£ t._:;.. .,.,,,,. . , - -..-1 
y,~ ... .. ~.,.1,.., I 
1. Ori . al to: -~'.P.¥~IVERED 
Clerlccff tb:e·District Coiut.-,.. ·-1 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box248 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFfH JUDICIAL DistMBroFrr 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALL~ 
In Re SRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-7119 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Jnigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson / Travis L Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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D. 1 am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. 0 Period of Year 
9. ox Place of Use 
IO. ox Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessaiy to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessaiy to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the purpose of use and alleges it should be classified as "municipal". Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for changing the purpose of use and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect 10 Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge. 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
C;fuuffu ·1t 71@12~ 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idapo 
Residing at: 0,u},,lt,,v -:}a.J,lJ._.} 
My Commission Expires: OS- /'7-'JCJ \ l 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
'Fom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
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IN THE DISTlUCT COURT OF THE Flfi"IH JUDICIAL. IS: · 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN,.,..,_,.,,.,, 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-7119 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: Twin Falls Canal Company Milner Irrigation District 
Address: P.O. Box 326 5294 E 3610 N 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
--··-- -----·--··-- ,_. ------ . - -~~---- ·- --··-- ·----· --- . -· ··-· .. - -· .· -- -· ...... ---··- ...... -·- -- ---·-···-·-~··- ---··-·· 
No-rt:11 ·stneCanaI-Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
· · Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Arriencan Falls Reservoif"Disr.#2 
112 South Apple St. 
· Shoshone, ID 83352 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
,--·--. ... ·-····--·-· -------------~P~-~Ocw.Box32. ____________________ _ 
. Attomey°Phone: 
Gooding, ID 83330 
' (208) 934-8872 .. , ..... . 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) ofUse 
Period of Year 
Place ofUse 
··-----,- --- ---yo-_-- ---ox--·c1a1111ant's Proposed Genera!ProV1B1oris .. - . -- ----------·-"·-·--··-· 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESfONSE, . 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
fliBf The •rpface ofuscids within i:he-seiv,i£aiea·of ilie-ti1y-of Pci"cateilomunic-ipal water si,pj,iy-system as . . .. 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place oftise under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by PocnteUo, or for including such a remark stating the same, nnd 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
tbe inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
sucb general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" aod "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes !hem as unnecessary to define or administer the water righL 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the purpose of use and alleges it should be classified as "municipal". Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
changing the purpose of use and therefo,e opposf!S the ~11111e. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands tlurt this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
------·---------- ----·-··· -,-- ·-----·--------·-··---
.. - .... ·- ..... ·········---- - -· 
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DA VJ.D HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
Thatl am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
!mow its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
- ---··------·.--·- ----
-------------Afi--Ji"'""'om=ey'"srorR0es"'p"'o"'nd"'e"'n'-"----~--------




Notary Public for: Idaho 
_··-_-_-·_···_·-_··_··-_· -_--_· ·_···_-_· _··· _______ ·_· -_·_··_·· _· ·_· _· .JRYJ.~.1~~I;{~~=J~i¼-\J ................ ····· .. . 
... --- (seaif" .. 
Standard Form 2 - Response ~o Objection Page4 
2148 
CERTJFICATE OF MAILJNG 
I certify that ·on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original am! copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: --------~ 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box:2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box: 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
---------·--. ··- -·------·-'--Josep-hi:im"P:-Beeman 
------<>09-W."foffersmrS'-t-.----------------------
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box: 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Chief; Natural Resources Division 
O':ffice·ofthe .. Afto-mey General" ..... 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box: 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
RogerD. Ling 
P.O. Box: 396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Boi~e, ID 8_3724 
John K Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box: 485 
Twin Falls, ID 833 03 
W. Kent Fletcher 
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IN THE DISTRICT couRT oF THE FIFTH JUDicIALn:r~ruG-T~oi:.±JtM ; 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-07322 
STANDARD FORM 2 
BESPQNSE IQ QBJECITQN 
______________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Inigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 833 50-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Inigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley,Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Sub case 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. -Quantity, Priority Date and Point{s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page 2 
2151 
D. 5-Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 -Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That Tam the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that T have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2QQ6 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 -Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page 3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, 
including all attachments, to the following pames: 
1. Original to: ~ -~ 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83 205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098, 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16197 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. O.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
In Re SRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-7322 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
92 I N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 8333 8 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 




John K. Simpson / Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
I 13 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Jnsti-eam Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose( s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
I 0. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separaied from Basin 29 and consolid_ated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcasc and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge. 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
~2~-~p 
Notary Public for: lc)aho /}_~ /J fl 
O 
) 
Residing at: 'J,u.},u,V ,;F~ 
My Commission Expires: O!J-r7-J..Di i 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mm led the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 8371 l-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
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· United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
RogerLing . 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-7322 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ______ ___.__ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box.326 
Twin Falls, Idalm 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E36ION 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
Nonh-siae·canal Ccimpany---Am""'=en=can Falls KeservolfDist:112 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
· Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 








City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box: 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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Point(s) of Diversion 




----- Tu. DX°"Grru.mant's Proposed Generai Provisions 
---------~-
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPPNSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about Noyemb~r J9, 2003, cllµlllant Cily of P~a~o alleged 
- that the "ii1ace of uses is witbfu-the service·area of'&e ci1.y of Pocai.:110 ~~cipai watef supply :!ystein !IS, -
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and widescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant Cicy of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quanticy, priorlly date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocat-ello 's reservoir and lank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and there!hre opposes it as unnecessmy to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant Cicy of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priorily date and pwpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection · Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administrationtt. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
Iu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating 
to administration and wh~n w~ter was met approprilJ!J;d or u.se4 Resporn).ept is Ullll.W!lJ'I} of !'\DY basis for 
-----..:Pocatello's-objeetion-to·the-sta!ernent-and·tberefore-opposes1:he-same:-~pondent-is-further-unaware-ofanv-----
basis regarding PoClltello's objection 1hat the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to .Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, RespondeJJt 
Ullderstands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objecl.ioos as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subease 92-37. 
-'·------------------
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAlIO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DA YID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A.(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
. .. - -----·--------
Artorneysfofl{espondents 




State of Idaho Notary Public for: Jdaho 
Residing at:~ 
___ ···_···_·_·_··· _______________ . ..1Y.Ly_Ci..,uomwmission.Expires~J4l~1_o_· ________ _ 
(seal) 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that 6n May 3, 2006, I mailed the 6riginal and c6pies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
~----~L..-_·O=rigm""al,_,t""o,_: _____________________________ _ 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
-~P.Beeman 
,. --------·09·w:-Jefferaoirs1-. ------- --, ... ,·-~-----·---
1---·········· 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief; Natural Resources DivisiQn 
. bince ofiiie Attorney General ' . 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
... Boise, ID 83724___ .. . .. ... 
. _}o_hJJ. I<;._ ~i)TlpS!)l_'L __ ..... 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kent Fletcher 
Bu , 318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-07375 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OB,IECIION 
______________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
AttomeyName: RogerD. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 (over) Page 1 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights ofldaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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D.S. - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Tdaba ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belie£ 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IOAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, 
including all attachments, to the following parties: · 
1. Orikinal to\~:~ 
Clerk· oftlie Dfstrict Court · . .,. ' 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: JosephineP. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S .F .2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10116/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box248 
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) _________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-7375 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
I 0. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the claim "includes accomplished change in point of diversion" including 23 points of diversion. 
Respondent is unaware of any basis for including other points of diversion under this right, or for including 
such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of!DAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
. TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the anomey for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Tra?ih: omps{m 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
9J~21i-Yc~ 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: ~~ 
My Commission Expires: 03~ 17,;;;o I ( 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
. State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O.Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
RogerLing . 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-7375 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING; 
Name: Twin Falls Canal Company Milner Irrigation District 
Address: P.O. Box 326 5294 E 3610 N 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
·-----.--,---------~---~-~---'-'-'--·-'-"---~~--~~~.!__------------
"North··siae Ce.mil "Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
·Amencan Falls Reservorr D1sf:ln 
112 South Apple St. 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
Slioshone, ID 83352 
_____________ __,_JDJ..B~xJ,.,,_ ___________________ _ 
. _ ·----- .. . _ ...... Go9ding, II:!_~33:30 __ ......... __ 
Attorney Phone: (208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4l69 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
l. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
11)-:-- OX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
------ --··------·--------~---------------------------
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or 11bout}-l°OY"-'1:'ber 19, ~00?, .~la4):,'!!'t_Cj1Y._of_l'ci9!11e_U9 ":llege!l ... 
. that tlie claim"mcludes accompIEihe<fchange1; point of divernion" including 23 points of diversion. 
Respondent is unaware of any basis for including other points of diversion under this right, or for including 
such a remark stating the saine, and therefore opposes the same. · 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocate_llo requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priorily date and purpose of use" that relates 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about Noven1ber 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
to usepar$ streams" and "separate adrriinist:rntio.n". Respopq1;11t is !l!!~W!lfe of !!IIY basi.s for the inclusion of 
~------<uch-general-pro,,jsions-and-therefore-opposes1:hem-as-mmecessary1o-define-or-administerl:he·water-right:------
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relatiJ1g 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further unaware of any 
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following perso11S: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
--------,•usephinl;f'l.':-B:WJt!lllI ______________________ _ 
409·W: Jefferson St.· · 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Clue( Natural Resources Division 
· Office of the Attorney General · 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449. 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
$tandard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-07450 
STANDARD FORM.2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECIIQN 
______________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 -Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 (over) Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page2 
:2178 
D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Tdaha ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Nrune of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, 
including all attachments, to the following parties: 
: . ~ _,. ' . \ 
1. Original t~: . ,. -~ pELt\J£Rt::.._'S::::, 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 8 3 7 02 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S .F .2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. O.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS lj 
In Re SRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-7450 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
1 13 Main Ave W., Suite 303 _ 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, ldaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged . 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place ofuse under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
}2.182 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November I 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right'' 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include two points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separatecl from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of!DAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by l.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
0(/vw/ju~ ~c~ 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 





Residing at: -~ -~ 
My Commission Expires: Der 11-:):J l) 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
l. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the foliowing address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O.Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 833 J 8 
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A SubcaseNo_ 29-7450 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESJ'ONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.0.Box:326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
---Nortlr Side -Canal: Comp1!11y 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, -Idaho 83338 
· Ameri'cmrFiills' Reservoir Dist. #'l: · · 
112 South Apple St. 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosb/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St 
Shoshone, ID 83352 
____________ ,, ____ P.O. Box 32 ________________________ _ 
· Attorney Phone: · 
Gooding, ID 83330 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Pagel 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
l. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
:u-. --·ox:--Cliiimant' s--Proposed GeneraTProvisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRJEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection.filcl Cl~ o~~b~~tN~~-;~~er 1-9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that ilie ''place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello inurucipal wiii:er supply system as·. 
provided for under Idaho law, iocluding all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, orfor including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection :filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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t.o "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is 1H1aware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecesslllY to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claim1111t City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessruy for Definition or Administration of this Water Right'' relating 
to administration and when water W!IS fuse appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of !!DY basis for 
------"=tello:S.ohjectiol'.l..to..!he.statementaod..thei:efore..opposes..the.same-Respondent.is.imthec:.una.ware.of.ney ____ _ 
basis regarding Pocatello' s objection th.at lhe water right should include two points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provisioo, Respondent 
understands 1hat this objection has beon separated from Basin 29 a11d consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the: right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
------·---~---------------
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
iAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I arn the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I bave read this response, 
know its contents and be.lieve that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Attorneys for R-espondents - : 






Notary Public for; Idaho 
Residing at:~ 
______ My Commission Expires: -::, ./ l tq [12;;:, ______ _ 
(Seal) 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OFMAII.JNG 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the fullowing persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
-----------m'Sepitlne-P:-'Blffi'"'·""""-------------------~-------
409 ·W. Jefferson St. ·· · 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief'; Natural °Iiesources Division 
· · Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
· Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson . 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
~<J:m•/7 
Da ~ C? 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-07770 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE IQ QBJECTIDN 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: RogerD. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WffiCH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 (over) Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark regarding the City of Pocatello's water distribution facilities, and opposes this proposed 
change for the further reason that this right is for irrigation purposes, and should not b 
commingled with the municipal water of the City of Pocatello. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
Objector, City of Pocatello, has fuiled to state any reason for changing the purpose of use 
as no factual or legal basis upon the purpose of use of this water right can or should be changed. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16197 Page 2 
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D.7-Purpose of Use: 
The fact that the City of Pocatello is a municipality does not alter the nature of the water 
right held by the City for irrigation. There is no basis upon which the purpose of use should be 
changed. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. Reference 
by the objector to this right as a "municipal water right" are misplaced and are not relevant to this 
right, and have no relationship to public health and safety standards. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response} 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by J.C. §42-1401A(l} and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4 , 2006 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended l 0/ l 6/97 (over) Page3 
·2193 
F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachments, to the following parties: 
I. Original to: . HAND DELIVERED 
Clerk of the Qistrici Courf'. 
Snake River Basin Adjudication , 
253 Third Aveii.ue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83 711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-7770 
STANDARDFORM2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 




John K. Simpson / Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not e~ist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis. 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
Jn its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleges 
the purpose of use is "municipal". Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the purpose of use 
and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 




State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. TI-IOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401 A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
~I¾-'Yl~ 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: ')w.¼.,J J: a.1lV 
My Commission Expires: 08;-!'7-'J.Dt ( 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: ' 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83 711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Travis L. Thompson 
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) ________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-7770 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. KAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: Twin Falls Canal Company 
Address: P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Miner Irrigation District 
5294 E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
· -·- · ·-- · ··North Side-Canal-Company .. 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
· American·Falls·Reservoir Dist:-#2 ·· 
112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
Attorney Phone: (208) 934-8871 




City of Pocatello 
P.O .. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. X Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place ofUse 
:o~x-c1ltimant' s-Proposetloeneral Prov1s1ons 
11. Recommendation: 
D · This water rigl1t should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City o(Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is Within tli.e service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes tb.e same. 
1n its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities .. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary Lo define or administer the water right 
1n its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions l!lld therefore opposes them as unnecessary lo define or administer 1he water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleges 
the purpose of use is "municipal". Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the purpose of use l!lld 
lberefore opposes the same. 
With respeet to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision., Respondent 
understands that tms objection has been separated from Basin 29 <l!ld consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Aceording!y, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
tbis subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
" ~ .. 
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
Thatl am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined byl.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
/l<?,/b4=- / 
~a 
ArkooshLaw Offices, Chtd. 
- ·Attorneys-for Respondents· 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
NOlllI}' Public 
State of Idaho 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:~ 
____ .MY Co~sajo_J!~i~:_3: l Lto.lJ De__ _____ _ 
(seal)· · 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that o·n May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
-----------=r,osephine-P:-Beem0~----------------------------
. · 409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
-· Chief,Natui-al tfesourcesD1vis1on 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
RogerD. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson · 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box248 
~ D ei a 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DIS RICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
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A. Subcase No. 29-11339 
STANDARD FORM 2 
HESPQNSE TQ QR.TRCTION 
____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D, Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
. 
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Name and Address 
Source 
Quantity 
Priority Date · ,. ' 
Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. -Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right'' is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 Page2 
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D. 5- Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That 1 am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that 1 am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
city) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, ?QQ6 
JUDY BARNES ··-· /l 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO · ""N,:o-.::t :::.¼~;-;'::''i,.f.f.r.~~~~1:f~~~:__ >------~---- Res· 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 




F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachmeI).ts, to t1Je following parties: 
I. Original to: ~: ..:t:o,ct....-10tf2_-0 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third A venue North 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F .2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division · 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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In Re SRBA 




) ________ ) 
A. Subcase No. 29-11339 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson I Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W ., Suite 303 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 73 3-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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D. l am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Jnstream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
I 0. ox Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of!DAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
IRA VIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
~ 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
~~ ~-11,c1UUcf2 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: ·)w_iw 3{(jJ)) 
My Commission Expires:~ J 1_'J() l l 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Travis L. Thompson 
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A Subcase No. 29-11339 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
----'------ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
- ·-North·Side·eanal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 8333 8 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
· ·- ··--American·FaiJs-ReservoirDist:-#2-·· 
112 South Apple St. 
Shoshone, ID 83352 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
P.O. Box32 ----------------- -------'-='-----'---------------------
Gooding, ID 83330 
Attorney Phone: (208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard :Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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------------·-·---
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
l. D Krune and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place ofUse 
·o-. -Dx-claimanfsProposed General J:'rovis1ons 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recorrunended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "plate of uses is within the service area of the Cicy of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place ofuse alleged by Pocatello, or for including sucb a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, qlllllltity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
lo Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant Cicy of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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·----------------------------
to "separate streamsn and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating 
to administration '!]1d when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
_____ __t:ncntello~_objection.to-1:he.statement.and.thei:efore.opposes.the.same....Respondent..i.s.furthec.unaw.are.oian,!f-------
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated witl1 similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands tlmt this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Snbcnse 92-37. 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection l>age3 
2216 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and ·says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
n-~44/b~ aVJ a 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
····Attorneys for Respondents· · 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
Nct:l,Y Public 
Sll!te of Idaho 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: "a D • ~ 
_:M:y ~-~~si?~.J?~pires: + l_t_~\ lo _________ _ 
· · (seal) 




I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
au attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
osephini:-P:-Bi:eman 
409-W. ·Jefferson St: --
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Chiet,-Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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A. Subcase No. 29-11348 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE IQ QR.IECIIQN 
____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P, 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0, Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
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Point{s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose{s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. -Quantity, Priority Date and Point{s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello' s objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10116/97 Page2 
22~0 
D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such changt,. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person 6ling respon.5e) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-l40IA(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belie£ 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2QQ6 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachments, to the following parties: 
I. Original to: t"t-~ p~C-- / U c.J2. t§}) 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idal10 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idal10 83303-0485 
S.F.2 -Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idalia 83 711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. O.Box248 
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A. Subcase No. 29-11348 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 




John K. Simpson I Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 
r 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
2223 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
2224 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of!DAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That lam the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that l have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
~v1fj 2~-:Y\G~ 
Notary Public,.(or: _ld_aho 
Residing at: .:,)U},,{;;._) 3a}1V 
My Commission Expires: 06 { '/-d'D l \ 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 . 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
ID WR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State oflda.ho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho &3330 
Standard Form 2 • Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho &3350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
4~/-2 
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A. Subcase No. 29-11348 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B.. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Twin Falls Canal Company Milner Irrigation District 
P.O. Box 326 5294 E 3610 N 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 -----------~---'-------~---~~ 
Noffii Siae CanarCcimpariy ... · 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
· Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
· Amer1ciiii FallsReiieivair nrst: ff2 -
112 South Apple St. 
Shosho·ne, ·ro 83352 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
-----··-·· .P .. O .. B.oxJ2 ..... ----------··-----------------
Attorney Phone: 
Gooding, ID 83330 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Pagel 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. ox Source 
3. ox Quantity 
4. ox Priority Date 
5. ox Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. 0 Instream Flow Description 
7. ox Purpose(s) of Use 
8. 0 Period ofYear 
9. ox PlaceofUse 
10. OX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions ··-· .... -· .... ···- .. . .. ~"~ ~ ~ . -- --- . - ·-·-· 
11. Recommendation: 
0 This water right should not exist 
0 This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
----·-----------------------
In its Amei;ded Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within !he service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessa,y to complete ihe beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or fur including such a remark stating the Sllllle, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
ihe inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantily, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocate\Jo's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Responden1 is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
· such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
1n it,; Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regard.mg "source, quantily, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Fann 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
2229 
to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for ilie inclusion of 
such general provisions and 1herefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Warer Right'' relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
-------,,,ocatello's-objection·to-the-statement-and-therefore-opposes1:l1e-same,-R-espondenl'-is-furtheF-UJ1awar;z-0£.a,n,'f-----
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision., Respondent 
understands that this oijection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated wiib similar oijections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right lo participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2- Response to Objection Page3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-!40IA(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are troe to the best of my knowledge. 
David Heida 
-~----------------~_,£1,!koq_s)::l_L_a)!J_Qfii~.s,_Chtd __________ ~--
.... w,, ,,.~~~·-· ··-· ·- ·---·-
Attorneys for Respondents 




Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:~ .. 
__________________ -----My-Commission·Expires:-""+r/t-~1<!)·---------
(seal) 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAUJNG 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed tlie original and copies of this. response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: · 
L Ori . al to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
4-09 W:Jeffemm St. · · · ··· ·· ... · 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724. 
----·-·-·-·-·--- -·· 
Chie~ Natural Resources Divi~iop 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13558 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OR.JECIIQN 
______________ ) 
Pl ease print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East I 00 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place ofUse 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point{s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F .2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page2 
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D. 5 -Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the plac\:. of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Tdaba ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IOAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended l 0/16/97 (over) Page3 
2235 
F. CERTIFICATE OF l\llAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including'all attachments, to the following parties: 
·• ' 
i.;-" ,• ,: 
1. Original to: ·. HAND DE~IVERED 
Clerk of the District Couit · · · 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third A venue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
N arne: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department ofJustice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 01 I 6197 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & J arnes, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 833 I 8 
on 
•,. , ... ··~. '' . :~ ' ' . ,..,. ... ... r, ,. 
, JI r,,_, - J ... ~;:·~DA 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL titil#Ji'c,:--=fc;fb~'·y, .mm;:... _m 
~ ,C~t::"-""'' 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALL 
In Re SRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-13558 
STANDARD FORM 2 
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Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83 3 03-0326 
Milner Inigation District 
5294 E 3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson I Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 
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P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
2237 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
JI. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Jdaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams:' and "separate administration:'. Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
adminisier the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. Finally, Respondent is unaware of any basis for Pocatello's 
objection regarding its priority date and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. 
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VERIFICATION 
State of!DAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TR.A VIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-l401A(I) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Ida!Jo r1 _ 1J /J d J 
Residing at: ~~
My Commission Expires: fl&· Ir dCl \ i 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falis, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 833 I 8 
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A Subcase Na. 29-13558 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Campany 
P.O. Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
-·- · · · -· · ····Nonn-Si"de'Canal Company·· • ..... 'AiiieiiciliiFiilfs·Reservou''DtsI. RZ · ·· ·· 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 




C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
_J>.Q, B.ox.32 ... ________________ _ 
Goo(jjrJg, ID 83330 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box:4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. ox Source 
3. ox Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofY ear 
9. ox PlaceQfUse 
-nx Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
M>••-~ ·----~~·- M••~····-··~·•·••-•-,•-,···-·""' ···--• .. ••-•·•-
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXl'LANA TION FOR RESPONSE. 
Tn its Amended Objection .filed on or aboµ~Nov!ll!lber 19, 2003, clainlllllt City of Ppca~Uo 11llegcd 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary lo complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under 1his water right to the 
vague and undescn'bed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating !he same, nnd 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, clainlant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the in~lusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessruy to defiue or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City ofPocarello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding usource, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right'' relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriati;d pr usecl. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
-~------+',ocatello's-objection·to-the-statement-and·therefore-opposes1he-same:-"Respondent-1s·further-unaware-of-1Uw------
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. Finally, Respondent is l!Daware of any basis for Pocatello's objection regarding its priority 
date and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that tlris objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed h, 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate h, Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Arko osh Law Offices, Chtd. 
· Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
Notary Public 
State of Idaho 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at~ ti ·,..;,A, 
.. ____ My. CornmissionExpires=1,.J 1-tol-lb-------
(seal) 
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2245 
CERTlJ1ICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
---------'l~-------'O=riWl!"'-l t~o!.,_: _____________________ ~--------
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
. P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. "Beeman 
· · --409·WiJefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
---------·---- ---·-··-
Chief; Natural Resources Pivision · 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 83 3 50 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13559 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE IQ QB,JECIJQN 
______________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 833 I 8 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page 1 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
· D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained . 
. S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page 2 
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D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use. under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Tdaba ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by I.C. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/ I 6/97 (over) Page3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachments, to the following parties: 
1. Original to: BAND DELIVERED 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third A venue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 8 3 72 4 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 • Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. O.Box248 










A. Subcase No. 29-13559 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Inigation District 
5294E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson / Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
S. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
IO. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Su bcase 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
~Z::?7 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
,,,, ....... ,. ,,, N ,,, 
,,, i-• OJl/,1, ,,, 
~.,.,. .G.1- ......... <:o ,,, 
~b"Y_,,, •• _ .. _ ~"'' . ,, ,:, :: ~/ :t"RY \ : = :z: • .!>..o • : 
: UJ. ~ .- : : 
- • - C,•. :-• ' . : 
\ \ Pu\\'-' if f 
-:.. ~ ... 't-l 
~ "" ....... \."Q ,"" i,,,,, ATE 01" ,,, .... ,,, ,,, 
(seal) '""""' 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
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Notary Public for: Ida}lo t'.l~ /J 11 (l ) 
Residing at: ~
My Commission Expires: Ot; 1'7 _ d()\ I 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
· P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
Travis L. Thompson 
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STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
In Re SRBA 





A. Subca.se No. 29-13559 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idal10 83344 
..... - ... .. Noilli. Side Canal Coiiipimy' 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jetoine, Idaho 83338 · 
Arriencari Falls Keserv·oii Di·sc #2" ·- ·- · 
112 South Apple St. 
Shosho·nei ID 833 52 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
------------------ _,_P.,O .. Box 32 ____ _ 
Attorney Phone: 
Gooding, ID 83330 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
I 0, DX _ Claimant'~ Prop9sed_ Ge11er!I,) Pr5>yisi.9.ns. 
I I. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not ex.ist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
--· ' ---- ·- .... _____ ------------------------
' In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho Jaw, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal. 
water righL" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the pince of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribcd place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. · 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November I 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
U,e inclusion of a g'eneral provisions regarding ''source, quantity; priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is U11aware of any basis for1he inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes 1hem as unnecessary lo define or administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, clain1ant City of Pocatello objects to 
the srntement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating 
to administration and wheu water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
------ocate!Jo's obJcclton to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent 1s further wiaware of any 
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent widerstands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Davici 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
--- i\norrieys for Xespoiiifents · ... · · · ·• 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
Notary Public 
State of l<Wio Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: ~
______________ My CommissionExpires:::+[J.tQlS.t>" ________ _ 
(seal) 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAlLING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
----~l_. __ Qrjginal_t_o,~· ---------------~--------''---------
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
osepnine P. Beeman 
---- ··-·- --- --409W.-Tefrerscii'i'Sf.'--·· ..... _ ............ -- -------·-·· -·-·-······· 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
--------- --·- ... ---······- ------------· --·--·------------~-
Chief:; Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
. State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kent Fletcher 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13560 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE IQ QBJECIIQN 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Naine: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Naine & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Naine: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
lnstream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. ' 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the ·addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this mnnicipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIF1CATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Tdaba ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Naine of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant :filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belie£ 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2QQ6 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on MayA,-2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachrrieiits, to tlie following parties: 
I · '; ·• : ., _' : ~ I , . . . '"' -~·. ' l 
1. Original tm,--..... HAND·DELIVERED 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
'· 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello · 
Address: P. 0. Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: ·Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711°4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
or signat:w-e of attorney mailing on 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page4 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13560 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 




John K. Simpson I Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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D. I am re~ponding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about.November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged . 
that the "place of uses is within the seivice area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark statiog the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reseivoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
,,,, ....... ,,, 
•'' No ,,,, ••• ~ y.. li1 ,, ~·y;~ ......... ~o··· , ,~ .. P'fl4'~ 
~ ~ ~ARY•.~ ~ = :t:- ""'"o , • 
: '-'J T : : -.... -·- . .. : V•:
\ ~ull'-' l~ l 1! ~· .. 
~ ... .,. ~,. .. ~ 
••• ,.,. rs of ' ,,,• ,,  ,,, ,,,,, .... ,,,,, 
(seal) 
9fui/f-)~ I) MgiV 
(.. I..- {) 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: jw.,,{Av 'Ja_llv 
My Commission Expires: c::g-t;- ;:;)D) { 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAil..ING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 833 I 8 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13560 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESl'ONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: Twin Falls Canal Company Milner Irrigation District 
Address: ·P.O.Box326 5294E36I0N 
___________ ..:::T..:.w.::.in::.:Fc..:. a=U:.z.s,.::.Id=ah=· o.:..c.83'-'3'--'0-'-3-0-=::..:32:.:6 __ ...:M..;;u ..... rtau=· _gh, Id~Cl 83344 
. . . ... ·- .... - - - . . . l'.\foriltSicfe·t:iiria1"C"omjiany· ···- ... American Falls Reservoir Dfat.·n-
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 . . Shoshone, ID 8j352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
_______ ------··-- _ P.CLBox32---. ------------·-------------
. . . . 
Attorney Phone; 
Gooding, ID 83330 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Pagel 
2270 











D Name and Address 
DX Source 
DX Quantity 
DX Priority Date 
DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
D Instrearn F1ow Description 
DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
D Period ofYear 
DX Place ofUse 
DX Claunant' s Proposed General Provisions 
,._, ____ ..... - --- ·--~- ....... ·-·······- ' ........ --····- .... ___ , __ .... -· 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
-------------- -- - - . ----·- -----------------------------
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". ~pondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as uoneresssry t:o define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Poeatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water llight" relating 
to admi11istration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
~----,i-,oootell0!s-0bjection-to-the-statement-and-1herefore-opposes-the-same:-Respondent-is-further-unawar~-0fany'------
basis regarding Pocatello' s objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the SIJJlle. 
With respect to PocateUo's objection regarding a ~swan FaUs" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with sinu1ar objections as 
Consolidated Subca.se 92-37. Accordingly, Responde11t understands that this issue will not be addressed ill 
this subcase and hereby reserves lhe right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 




State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DA YID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
~~~=--.,~--==--=--~ 
David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
,. · ··· ·· Attorneys forRespoiideiifs ·· ····- · - ·· - -- - ·-· ·· - -
Subscribed and swam to before me on: May 3, 2006 · 
CAM PURCHASB 
NOU!ry Public 
State of Idaho 
(seal) 
Standard Fann 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:~ 
· .. My_Commission_Expires:~!.1.1ol1,c....._ _______ _ 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAJLING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Orfa.inal to: . 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID &3303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID &3205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
fosepliliie P. Beeman 
"'409"W. 1efferson sr.-- .. -- - ........... - ... . 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box: 83720 
Boise, ID &3720-0098 
Chief; Natural Resqurces Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID &3711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID S3 724 
·-------------------
J,:,hn K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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A. SubcaseNo. 29-13561 
STANDARD FOR.l\1£ 2 
RESPONSE TQ QRJECIIQN 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO F£LED THE OBJECTION TO 
WH£CB YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F ,2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10116/97 (over) Page 1 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a· general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. . 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
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D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That Tam the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-140!A(l) and (6), 
or that T am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that T have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belie£ 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2QQ6 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response lo Objection 




F. CERTIF1CATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, 1 hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, includiiig'all attachments, to the following parties: 
; .,,,. .~ ..... : , ·_.., r 
1. Original to: , · · :'·, ,'\. · i 
Clerk of the Dlstrfot Court'" . . 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P.O.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. O.Box248 




?rt,l.t,\'I -" 'ff' II: t;6 1t1JtJ'O l ... I 7 -.1 .,.. 
.'-I',:-·_·:',,· <T·<~k?t. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFI'H JUDICIAL·ri/~~~__; ~O 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F LS 
In Re SRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-13561 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorney Phone: 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83 303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
2279. 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant Ci1y of Pocatello alleged that the 
"place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as provided 
for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water 
right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, 
and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant Ci1y of Pocatello requested the 
inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantify, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested the 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion 
of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water 
right. 
In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to the 
statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating to 
administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further unaware of 
any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and 
therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State of!DAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C. § § 42-1401 A(]) and 
( 6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
. ~u'H~J'lP'L~ 
Notary Public fer: Id_aho _ n 
1
" ) 
Residing at: ~ j-tU'..l.,&-/ 
My Commission Expires: 08"" 1·,-;;)ot I 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
l. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
· Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 833 l 8 
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A Subcase No. 29-13561 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDlliG: 
Name: Twin FaUs Canal Company Milner Irrigation District 
Address: P.0.Box326 5294E3610N 
___________ T~wm_-_F_all_s..._, I_d __ ah_o_8_3_30_3_-0_3_2~6 ___ M_u_rta_u_,gh, Idaho 83344 
I 
. .. . 'NortffSide Caniif'Coiiipaiiy. . . 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
· AmenciiiFallsReseivorr Uis[-,r.i ........ 
112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Attorney Address ArkooshLaw Offices, Chtd. 
__ --·---- ____ ---·- __ -301.Main SL .. _ ------------------------· 
P.O.Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
Attorney Phone: (208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Pagel 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D lnstream Flow Description 
7. ox Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
· 11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
____ ..u..RIEF..EXl?LANATION.FORRESPONSE------------------
. . 
Jn its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged that the 
"place of uses is within th.e service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as provided 
for under Idaho law, including oil lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water 
right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing tlie place of use under 1his water right to the vogue 
and undescribed place ofuse alleged by Pocntello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
the.refore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant Cily of Pocatello request.ed the 
inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quaotity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates to 
Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is tmaware of fl1lY basis for the inclusion of such 
general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested the 
inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and pmpose of use" tl1at relate to 
"separate streams'' and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer fue water right. 
In its Objecti9n filed 9n <:>r al;>oµt Novem\:>er 14, 2003, c]!IUJl~t. City of ].'0<:a~llp objects to fue 
--------.statement·in-"GtherProvisions'Necessary-for·Befinition-orA:dministration-ofthis·Water-fugbt"-relating·to------
administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
Pocatello's objection to the state[11.ent and fuerefore opposes fue same. Respondent is further unaware of any 
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that fue water right should include 23 points of diversion and tl1erefore 
opposes fue same. 
Witl1 respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands fuat this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated wifu similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands tliatthis issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidnted Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
2286 
VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
( 6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
D~~ avi e1 a 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
---·--·- ··--·--.. ·-· --- ·· ·- · -- · 7i:ttorneysforKerfpon·den1s --···- .. --·-··· , __ ...... · · ............. . 
Subscribed and sworn to before ine on'. May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
Notar:Y Public 
SUlte of Idaho Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:~ . 
____________________ .My ~1.munission.Expires:_+-l\,b::,-\t-.::-alll- -------
(seal) 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAJLING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following person.s: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
• 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
mephih"e-P:-13eeman · 
-- · · - · · · -·409··W.--Jefferson-St:-·· - ··-- ---- -··- --- ·-·- -- ·· ···-······ · · · - ·- ···- -· ·-- ·--- ·· ··---~- ··-···· · -· ·- -·- ··-- · · · 
Boise, ID 83702 
4, Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief; Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney ·General · 
State ofldaho 
- P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 837II-4449 
RogerD. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13562 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TQ OBJECTION 
____________ ) 
Please print or type the following infunnation: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3 I 52 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East I 00 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F .2 • Response tD Objection 
Amended l 0/16/97 (over) Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page2 
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D. 5-Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9- Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
i.mdescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by I.C. §42-1401A(1) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me Off May 4, 2006 









F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachments; to the following parties: 
't ~·· ~' ; (': ! 
1. Ori 
. al : ', . 
gm to: ·-·~· ...... 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment~ Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box:485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 • Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chiet; Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. O.Box:32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. O.Box:248 











A. Subcase No. 29-13562 
STANDARD FORM2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP. 
113 Main Ave W., Suite303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4]69 
PocateJ!o, JD 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
2293 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
IO. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November l 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage fucilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofJDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29--13562 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
~-------) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDlNG: 
Name: Twin Falls Canal Company Milner Irrigation District 
Address: P.O. Box326 5294E361DN 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303--0326 Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 -----------~------~-~--~~. 
- Nofl:11-side ·canal Ci:iinpaiiy ·· -- - · ·i\jrieifcan"llallsKeservoiiDisC#'.r ··· · ··- - ·· 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
________________ .P.0 .. Box..12..... _______ . __ ·-----··--------------
Attorney Phone: 
Gooding, ID 83330 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 -- Response to Objection Page 1 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place ofUse 
LJX Clannant' s Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D Thls water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRJEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE . . 
In its Amended Objection file<! O!! or about November 19, 2003, c!aiin'lll.t City of Pocatello alleged 
tiiat the "piace of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho Jaw, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use olleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same. and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection .tiled on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
lo Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis fur the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection .tiled on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for U,e inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes fuem as unnecessary to define or administer fue water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statemeut in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Rigbt" relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
------,r-<eGatello!s-objection-t0-tbe-statement0 and-therefore·opp0ses-the-same:-Respondent-is-furtber-unaware'Of.anv----~~ 
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objecLions as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent nnderstands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves_ the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 










State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined byI.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or tl1at I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
· Attcirneys .. for Respondents 





Notary Public for: Idaho 
....... 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH J"UtiJ;~~LJ)rs¥i£,l'""ri~1rlTHE 
'.;:; 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29- I 363 7 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OB.TECTTON 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PER.SON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P.O. Box 675 
Rupert,Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3 I 52 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East I 00 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S .F .2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10116/97 {over) Pagel 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D Th.is water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector :further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately fi:om all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
:further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company·· as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. -Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 Page 2 
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D. 5 -Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points' of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belie£ 
(Sign!lture of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I HAND-DELIVERED the original and mailed 
copies of this response, including all attactupents, to the following parties: 
l. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third A venue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16197 · 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & J runes, LLP 
P. O.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13637 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 




John K. Simpson / Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W ., Suite 303 
P.O.Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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' 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
IO. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place ofuse alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "O~1er Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatel!o's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatel!o's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls''.·general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated .Subcase 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIF1CATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
. ) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-l 401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
~Jt{Y)~ 
Notary Public for: Idajio n _ nil 
1 
) 
Residing at: :)u}.A,,{AJ ~Y _ 
My Commission Expires: zg~ 17- :Joi/ 
Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83 711-4449 
Tom Arkoosh 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13637 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.0.Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
M:ilner Irrigation District 
5294E3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
Ncirflf Side CanarCaiiipany · ·· - · - American Fa.UsR:eseivoir'Dist. #T · 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 112 South Apple St. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 Shoshone, ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
__________ ----··------ ... _._P.O. Box.32 __ . ________ ... ·-·- --·-···-·---------------·--
Attorney Phone: 
Gooding, ID 83330 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to tl1e following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. ox Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. OX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. ox Place ofUse 
10. DX . _Claimant'.s !'r~po~l:d. ~ni:ra' J?rovisi?n~ . -- ·- .. " - ' - -· . ·--- .. ·-·-· -
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Ameruled Objection filc:d on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessory to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" lkspondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark statiog th:e same, and 
therefore lkspondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filc:d on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priorily date and pmpose of user that relates 
to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis fur the inclusion of 
such general provision nnd therefore opposes it as unnecessory to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant Cily of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and pmpose of use" 1hat relate 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to «separate streams" and "separate administration". Respoodent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administmtion of th.is Water Rigbt" relating 
to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
-Bocaiello~.objection-to.the.stalelnent-and.therefore.opposes..the.same.-Respondent.is.furtbec.unaware_o(aey,_ ____ _ 
b!!Sis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes !be same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection bas been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves tbe right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
----·--------------------- ------·----··-
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
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---------------------·---- -·- -- -------· 
VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAIVD HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best ofmy knowledge. 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
-----·-·----------~~-------------~----~-------
Atmm-eys forRe-spondents - -- - · · --
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 · 
CAM PURCHASE 
NOC!.ry Public 
Siate of Idaho 
= 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: t2::, ' : J::.J::::,. 
_____ ·------·-··-·--··-·-· __________ My_Cc;muni_ssiqnJlxpiJ:es: ::J:l.l_1 . ,_\.!.~----
(seal) 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
l, Ori~al_to: _______________ ~------------~--
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
osephine-P:-Beetnan . 
· 409 W. ·Jefferson-St. · 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Chief; Natural Resources Division · John K. Simpson 
Office of the Attorney General Travis Thompson 
State ofldaho P.O. Box 485 
P.O. Box 44449 Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page5 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 






A. Subcase No. 29-13638 
STANDARD FORM 2 
BESPQNSE IQ QR,IECITQN 
-------------) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. O.Box675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
AttomeyName: RogerD. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page 1 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage :facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the City of Pocatello. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion: 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administration of this water right" is 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection to quantity, priority date and 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other provision" and the same should 
be retained. 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0116197 Page2 
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D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface· water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing response) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
(Signature of person filing response) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2QQ6 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 




F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I HAND-DELIVERED the original and mailed 
copies of this response, including all attachments, to the following parties: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third Avenue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Name: Josephine P. Beeman 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department ofJustice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83 724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P. 0. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended I 0/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 83711-4449 
C. Torn Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13638 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610 N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 




John K. Simpson I Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
' DX Quantity .) . 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D In stream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
JO. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November I 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November I 9, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include two points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That lam the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
( 6) or that 1 am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that l have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
TraVIs L Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
'"''"""'•• 
•••••• 1'\0.R/1)'. •••••• -·· ~ ~;.-...... o.., ••• I~:, •-. "-=. 
:f.!:,- ~p.11.Y \ \ 
:~. 0 : : z : .;e; ., (J • : 
i '!:, ,, '\l,_,.., ... j ~ j 
\ p ,-,,"!':: 
#. • L"\. "" " ..... ~ ,v.,. .. 
'•,,,, sr"n o"+-•••••• ,,,,, .......... "" 
(seal) 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: ld,aho <) .... ~ I! 
1 1 1 
Residing at: ~ =' "ULf.A-/ 
My Commission Expires: qy f'J-;;)D} [ 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Un.ited States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 · 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
. P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. SubcaseNo. 29-13638 
Case No. 39576 
) 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDlNG: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303--0326 
...... · · - - · - · · · North Side ca.narcompiiiiy 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E3610N 
Murtaugh, Iclaho 83344 
Aiiieiiciiii Falls'""Resefv'oii Dist: #2 -
112 South Apple St. 
Shoshone, ID 83352 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
301 Main St. 
-----------·-----· _____________ ......... P.O. Box32 ..... ___________ -·. ______ ..... _____________ _ 
Attorney Phone: 
Gooding, ID 83330 
(208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 -- Response to Objection Page 1 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
l. D Name and Address 
2. ox Source 
3. ox Quantity 
4. ox Priority Date 
5. ox Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. 0 Instream Flow Description 
7. ox Purpose(s) of Use 
8. 0 Period of Year 
9. ox Place ofUse 
-------7u:---ox--·c1a.uniuifsProposed-Ueneral-ProV1s10ns 
11. Recommendation: 
0 This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
·-· ---· - .. - . . . ... -· . -- --- - ,. _____________ -- --- ··---- ·- --·----- -----------· 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is mthin the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of1his municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding °'source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer 1he water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to 
1he statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right'' relating 
to actmi!listr.ation and when water was first appropriated or used Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
_____ _,,ocatello'nibje-ctio1rtlrtl!t~tlfrenrellt7inll11ieref6re opposes tlie same. Respondent ,sfunJi=er~un=ii=w=a=re~o=f'-an=y=----
basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include two points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision., Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent naderstands that this issue will not be addressed in 
Uris subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Snbcase 92-37. 




State oflDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge, 
· Attorneys ·ror Resiioiiaerifa- · · 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHASE 
Noiary Public 
Stau: of Idaho 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:~ . 
___________________ ,.My.Commission Expires~';:J.-l-tte\-lo---------
(seal) 
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CERTIFICATEOFMAil,JNG 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
____ ___,l, __ QrjginaLt.o.: _______________ ~~---------------
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
---· .• -- - ··-·· - --··· - --=- . 409W. Jeffeisi:fri Sf -
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
------··- ------ ···-----------
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box 396 
Rupert, ID 833 50 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K. Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
W. Kent Fletcher 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13639 
ST AND ARD FORM 2 
BESPQNSE IQ QB,IBCIIQN 
_____________ ) 
Please print or type the following information: 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
A & B Irrigation District 
P. 0. Box 675 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0675 
(208) 436-3152 
Burley Irrigation District 
246 East 100 South 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
(208) 678-2511 
Name & Address of Attorney, if any: 
Attorney Name: Roger D. Ling 
Ling, Robinson & Walker 
Address: P. 0. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350-0396 
Phone Number: (208) 436-4717 
C. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON WHO FILED THE OBJECTION TO 
WHICH YOU ARE RESPONDING 
Name: 
Address: 
City of Pocatello 
P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
S.F.2 -Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page I 
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Point(s) of Diversion 
Instream Flow Description 
Purpose(s) of Use 
Period of Year 
Place of Use 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist. 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
REASONS SUPPORTING RESPONSES 
D. 2, 3, 4 and 7 - Source, Quantity, Priority Date and Purpose of Use: 
In its Amended Objection, the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation in regard 
to these elements on the basis that it did not include a remark that the water under this right can 
be stored in various reservoir and tank storage facilities, including water from all other sources 
available to the CityofPocate!lo. Respondents are unaware of any basis for the inclusion of such 
a remark and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
Objector further states that this water right should have been recommended with a general 
provision that this water right should not be considered junior to water rights from the Portneuf 
River and should be administered separately from all other water rights in Basin 29, and that said 
water right should be decreed with the general provision that all of the City's sources of water in 
Basin 29 should be administered separately from a!l other water rights in Basin 29. Objector 
further objects that the recommendation of this right did not include a general provision 
addressing the Swan Falls rights of Idaho Power Company as set forth in Consolidated Subcase 
No. 37-02499. Respondents oppose objector's definition of the source of the point of diversion 
under this right, including the allegation that the right is legally and physically available from 
ground water sources in Basin 29, and that Swan Falls issues should be addressed in a general 
provision for the reason that this issue will be addressed in Consolidate Subcase No. 92-37 in the 
SRBA. 
D. 3, 4, and 5. - Quantity, Priority Date and Point(s) of Diversion:r--~-------·- . 
"Other provisions necessary for definition or administratic;m-of-this--water,._righf:.._is_ ·· i --~ 
objected to and supports the objector City of Pocatello's objection t~ ,qulttitily, prieri~te-and ___ ,. ·_ i 
point of diversion. No basis is given for objecting to this "other proyision" ma the siiiffil"'shonld7. I 
be retained. J' / ftY.t .,.. tl t'llr\<1 / I 
S F 2 Ob• • '1 .J\ ' ~,.~ I I . . - Response to 1ect10n ; , · ; 1· 
Amended 10/16/97 l !_ ·-·- ___ . P_age 2 / ; 
I C" , , , , •.•. , ' 
I 0 ")·"·• '. '. ; . . , .. ,,,~ j l l .. :,: . . ,, \,~ .. i 
... ___ ~::~r- ~--:---~~-3 3-~~ 
D. 4 - Priority Date: 
Objection to the priority date is not resolved by the reason stated, as the reason fails to 
provide a date within a reasonable certainty. 
D. 5 - Point(s) of Diversion: 
Objector, City of Pocatello, alleges that the recommendation for this right should have 
included 23 points of diversion based upon an "accomplished change in point of diversion." 
Respondents are unaware of any basis, factual or legal, by which other points of diversion under 
this right can be included in any decree. Objector further asserts that the points of diversion are 
interconnected with the points of diversion under other water rights, and that these points of 
diversion should be interconnected. Respondents object to the addition of points of diversion 
without a remark or condition recognizing that no well may be used to divert more than the 
original amount of water authorized to be diverted under an existing right from that well. 
D. 9 - Place of Use: 
The Objection of the City of Pocatello objects to the recommendation of this right for the 
reason that it does not include a description of the place of use that includes: "including all lands 
necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water right." Respondent is unaware 
of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water right to the vague and 
undescribed place of use or for including such a remark, and objects to such change. 
E. VERIFICATION (Must be Completed) 
State of Idaho ) 
) ss. 
County of Minidoka ) 
Roger D. Ling, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
(Name of person filing ~onse) 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response as defined by LC. §42-1401A(l) and (6), 
or that I ani. the attorney for the party/claimant responding and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
JUDY BARNES 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 (over) Page3 
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F. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on May 4, 2006, I hand-delivered the original and mailed copies of 
this response, including all attachments; fo' tlie following parties: 
l . Original tp: HAND DELIVERED · 
Clerk of the District Court .. · 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
253 Third A venue North 
P. 0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
Name City of Pocatello 
Address: P. 0. Box 4169 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Name: Josephlne P. Beeman · 
4. 
Address: 409 W. Jefferson Street 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resource Division 
550 West Fort Street, Box 033 
Boise, Idaho 83724 
Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, PLLC 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
S.F.2 - Response to Objection 
Amended 10/16/97 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P. 0. Box 44449 
Boise, Idaho 8371 I-4449 
C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh & James, LLP 
P. 0. Box32 
Gooding, Idaho 83330 
W. Kent Fletcher 
P. 0, Box248 
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· A. Subcase No. 29-13639 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0326 
North Side Canal Company 
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294 E 3610N 
Murtaugh, Idaho 83344 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
John K. Simpson/ Travis L. Thompson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorney Phone: 
113 Main Ave W., Suite 303 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
(208) 733-0700 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D lnstream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
1 I. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for tinder Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. Finally, Respondent is unaware of any basis for Pocatello's 
objection regarding its priority date and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
Standard Fonn 2 - Response to Objection Page 3 
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VERIFICATION 
State ofIDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Twin Falls ) 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-140IA(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
~mpson 
Barker Rosholt & Simpson LLP 
Attorneys for Respondents 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 4, 2006 
.......... ,,, 
•'' N ,,, ,,•• ~ y.. Ofi1, '•,, 
~~ ..... ~o-.. '* .... .., -:._ 
I~ 0 ~~RY •• ~ -... ...., . . ~5l-~ 
!s.u .,. - :, : 
:'""' -• V : ... - '\; . .. 
\ PU9\.o If?.: 
'I, ,,I' ..... - .-
"'--. ~ ....... () 't- ... ..... 
~., 1',t7'E of\ ,,• ,,, ,, .. 
(seal) ,,,,,, .... ,,,, . 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: IJ<,uh.,v JalLYJ 
My Commission Expires: 05- 11-Jo' I 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
l certify that on May 4, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, JD 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, JD 83702 
4. Copies to: 
JDWR Docwnent Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
TomArkoosh 
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, ldaho 83330 
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United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
Roger Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Kent Fletcher 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13639 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
P.O. Box 326 
Twin Fallb IdaJ:io 83303-0326 ------------~ 
Milner Irrigation District 
5294E 3610N 
Murtaugh, ld_aho_ 83344 
...... ·--- .... --- ... ·- ........ -Niiiili Side ciinai"ccim.pWly-
921 N. Lincoln Ave. 
Jerome, Idaho 83338 
. -·.Amen can Falls· Reser,1oir Dist~ #2 -· 
112 South Apple St. 
Shoshone, ·ID 83352 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: C. Tom Arkoosh/David Heida 
Attorney Address Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
-------301-Main-SL-----
P.O. Box32 
Gooding, ID 83330 
Attorney Phone: (208) 934-8872 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
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D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
DX--Sour.c"-------------------------------
3. DX Quantity 
4. OX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instrearn Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
------"--9,___. ----"'.D=X~..9e o_fJ]se,~·-~----------------~-~-------
10. ox· c1~ant'sProposedGe~~raiP~~~isi~-;:1t .. _···· -- --·- . ··--·-· --·--------········ ····-. - ·--
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
----BRIEF EXPLANATION-FOR-RESPONSE:-.------------------
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service nrea of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idabo law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right" Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, and 
therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right 
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ht its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested 
the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
tO "separate streams" a11d "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provisio11s and therefore opposes them as unnecessilIY to define or administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed oo or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects lo 
e-stat:ementi1i-"5th-er·Provmrom'M=~~Dl:'.fi.lliti~sttli!ion ofllm"W1mrRtght''"ret11.t:in-g---~-
to administration and whe11 water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
Pocatello's objection to the statement and 1herefore opposes dw same. Respondent is further unaware of any 
basis regarding Pocatello 's objection that tl1e water right should include 23 points of diversion and therefore 
opposes the same. Finally, Respondent is unaware of lll1Y basis for Pocatello' s objection regarding its priority 
date and therefore opposes the same. · 
With respect lo Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls» general provision, Respondent 
understands thl;t this objection has been separared from Basin 29 and consolidated with siroilarobjections as 
Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that fbis issue will not be addressed in 
this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 




State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Gooding ) 
DAVID HEIDA, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
_ That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the best of my knowledge_ 
David Heida 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd_. 
... --- --- -·--·-. AtlomeysTorResponcfenfs- --· ---
-Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
CAM PURCHAS6 
NOll!I)' Public 
Stale of Idaho Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at:~ 
____________________ My.Commission.Expires::;i,_\i¼-\l.r.:::, ________ _ 
(seal) 
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--------··-·-··-... ----·-· 
CERTIFICATE OF MAlLING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
____ __1. _ __,O.riginal.to,.:...· ~------------------------~-----
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
JosephineP. Beeman 
-··· - .... ·-409 w.·"ieffersOn ·st: 
Boise, ID 83702 
4. Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
------·--- ____ ., _________________ _ 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of!daho 
P.O. Box44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, ID 83350 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
John K Simpson 
Travis Thompson 
. P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, ID 83 303 
W. Kent Fletcher 





Josephine P. Beeman #1806 
Beeman & Associates, P.C. 
409 West Jefferson Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
DISTRICT COURT-SABA 




(208) 331-0954 (Facsimile) 
BV----------;;:a.,:. --
j o.beeman@beemanlaw.com 
Sarah A. Klahn 
Eliza F. Hillhouse 
William A. Hillhouse IT 
White & Jankowski, LLP 
511 16th St., Suite 500 




Attorneys for City of Pocatello 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH .JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
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) __________ ) 
Subcase Nos. 29-00271, et al. (see attached Exhibit A) 
CITY OF POCATELLO'S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON IDWR's AUTHORITY 
UNDER LC.§ 42-1425 
The City of Pocatello ("Pocatello" or "City'') moves for summary judgment under 
I.R.C.P. 56 that the Idaho Department of Water Resources ("IDWR") has no authority to 
n;commend conditions for transferred water rights unless it complies with the following 
procedures under Idaho Code section 42-1425 ("42-1425" or "accomplished transfers"): 
... all requirements of sections 42-108 and 42-222, Idaho Code, are hereby waived in 
accordance with the following procedures: If an objection is filed to a claim for 
accomplished change of ... point of diversion ... the district court shall remand the water 
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right to the director for further hearing to determine whether the change injured a water 
right existing on the date of the change or constituted an enlargement of the original right. 
Pocatello further moves for summary judgment that IDWR's compliance with such 
procedures does not allow IDWR to re-open transfers formally determined by IDWR under Idaho 
Code section 42-222 ("42-222 Transfers''), or otherwise extend IDWR's jurisdiction to condition 
previously decided 42-222 transfers. 
Pocatello believes the following facts are not in dispute. 
• IDWR has not requested a hearing as required by 42-1425; 
• IDWR has not developed any evidentiary basis for the condition it recommends be 
applied to Pocatello's accomplished transfers; 
• 42-1425 inquiries are limited to two factual issues, and IDWR's recommended conditions 
are unrelated to either: enlargement of use at the time of the transfer or injury at the time 
of the transfer; and 
• Finally, the City's 42-222 transfer was decided in 1999 without conditions. 
Pocatello respectfully requests that the Special Master find that IDWR may not 
recommend conditions on 42-1425 transfers without an evidentiary hearing and further, that the 
only evidence that may be taken at such a hearing is whether or not the transfers, at the time they 
were made, expanded the use of the water right or injured water rights vested at the time of the 
transfer. Pocatello further requests that the Special Master remand Pocatello's 42-1425 transfers 
to IDWR for such a hearing. 
Summary judgment is proper under I.R.C.P. 56(c) when "the pleadings, depositions, and 
admissions on file, together with the affidavits, it any, show that there is no genuine issue of 
material fact and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter oflaw." See 
Strongman v. Idaho Potato Comm 'n, 129 Idaho 766,771,932 P.2d 889, 894 (1997). 
POCATELLO'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON IDWR' S AlITHORITY UNDER J.C. § 42-1425 - PAGE 2 2345 
DATED this 4th day of May 2006. 
BEEMAN & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for the City of Pocatello 
White & Jankowski, LLP 
Attorneys for the City of Pocatello 
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CERTIF1CATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 4th day of May 2006, I caused a true copy of the 
foregoing CITY OF POCATELLO'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON 
IDWR's AUTHORITY UNDER J.C. § 42-1425 to be served on the following by U.S. First 
Class Mail unless indicated as faxed or hand delivered: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA C. TOM ARKOOSH 
REPRESENTED BY: ARKOOSH LAW OFFICES, CHTD. 
US DEPAR1MENT OF JUSTICE POBOX32 . 
ENVIRONMENT &NAT'LRESOURCES GOODING, IDAHO 83330 
550 WEST FORT STREET, MSC 033 
BOISE, ID 83724 
STATE OF IDAHO W. KENT FLETCHER 
REPRESENTED BY: FLETCHER LAW OFFICE 
NATURAL RESOURCES DIV CHIEF POBOX248 
STATE OF IDAHO BURLEY, IDAHO 83318 
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 
POBOX44449 
BOISE, ID 83711-4449 
DIRECTOR OF IDWR ROGER D. LING 
PO BOX 83720 LING ROBINSON & WALKER 
BOISE, ID 83720-0098 POBOX396 
RUPERT, IDAHO 83350 
JOHN A. ROSHOLT 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON 
BARKER ROSHOLT & SIMPSON 
1!3 MAIN AVE. WEST, SUITE 303 
TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 83301-6167 
Z:11776\IOOILl1\7130 
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Josephine P. Beeman #1806 
Beeman & Associates, P.C. 
409 West Jefferson Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
(208) 331-0950 
(208) 331-0954 (Facsimile) 
i o.beeman@beemanlaw.com 
Sarah A. Klahn 
Eliza F. Hillhouse 
William A. Hillhouse II 
White & Jankowski, LLP 
51116th St., Suite 500 




Attorneys for City of Pocatello 
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Fifth Judicial District 
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MAY - 4 2006 
By _________ ~ 
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Subcase Nos. 29-00271, et al. (see attached Exhibit A) 
CITY OF POCATELLO'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON 
IDWR'S AUTHORITY UNDER 
I.C. § 42-1425 
INTRODUCTION 
The City of Pocatello is a municipal water supplier serving a population of 52,000 in a 
service area of28 square miles (17,800 acres). Like most municipalities, the City has an 
' 
obligation to its customers to provide potable water on demand 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. 
Throughout its history, the City has attempted to maximize the use of its existing ground water 
rights and increase the flexibility of its operations by transferring ground water rights from one 
POCATELLO'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
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location to another within the City's service area. Some transfers were approved through formal 
procedures under 42-222; some were "accomplished transfers" under 42-1425. 
The transfers allow each of the interconnected wells for the City's potable system to be 
an alternate point of diversion for the water rights delivered through the interconnected system. 
This allows the City to maintain physical delivery of water even when some of its wells are not 
operating. From an administrative perspective, it allows the City to withdraw and deliver water 
by priority, beginning with its most senior rights, notwithstanding the well from which the water 
is pumped. 
When the City filed its claims in the SRBA, it made claims under the accomplished 
transfer statute (or "amnesty" statute), I.C. § 42-1425, which provides a means for water users to 
have "amnesty'' from the statutory requirements of the formal transfer process under I.C. § 
42-222 if the transfers were accomplished prior to 1987. In 1999, after the SRBA began, the 
City also requested a formal transfer under I.C. § 42-222 to add new well #44 to Pocatello's 
interconnected well system1. IDWR granted the City's request under Transfer No. 5452 
(attached to Affidavit of Josephine P. Beeman as Exhibit 1) which resulted in changes to the 
point of diversion for three of the City's water rights to allow diversions from the original well 
locations and well 44. 
The City filed claims in the SRBA on March 28, 1990 and April 25, 2003. For the 
following SRBA claims, the City claimed accomplished transfers under 42-1425: 29-2274, 29-
2338, 29-2354, 29-2382, 29-2401, 29-2499, 29-4221, 29-4222, 29-4223, 29-4224, 29-4225, 
29-4226,29-7106,29-7118,29-7222,29-7322,29-7375,29-7431,29-7450,29-7502,29-7770, 
29-7782,29-11339,29-11344,29-ll348,29-13558,29-13559,29-13560,29-13561,29-13562, 
1 That is what happened physically. However, as a result of further investigation in the SRBA process, Pocatello and IOWR 
found that Transfer 5452 added well #44 to only three of the 21 water rights served by the interconnected system in 1999. That is 
why transfer 5452 adds a point of diversion (well 44) to water rights 29-2274, 29-2338, and 29-7375. 
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29-13636, 29-13637, 29-13638, and 29-13639. The IDWR Director's Report for Basin 29, 
including Pocatello's SRBA claims, was filed with the SRBA court on July 10, 2003. In 
recommending accomplished transfers for the City's culinary system, IDWR included the 
following condition under "OTHER PROVISIONS NECESSARY FOR DEFINITION OR 
ADMINISTRATION OF THIS WATER RIGHT": 
"To the extent necessary for administration, water was first appropriated or used from: 
Pocatello Well No_, located in [legal description] on [date] in the amount of_ cfs." 
This information was listed for each of the alternate points of diversion on the SRBA 
recommendations for the water rights for the City's culinary system. 
As mentioned above, the City's formal transfer under 42-222 -Transfer 5452, filed and 
approved in 1999 -- added well 44 to three water rights involved with the City's interconnected 
system. The Transfer Order 5452 is attached hereto and does not contain the condition IDWR 
subsequently recommended in the SRBA. 
In IDWR's 706 Report, IDWR recommends a provision that varies slightly from its 
original recommendation: 
''To the extent necessary for administration between points of diversion for ground water, 
and between points of diversion for ground wat4er and hydraulically connected surface sources, 
water was first appropriated at or used from:" (706 Report, p. 16). 
By its terms, the condition is unrelated to the issues of enlargement of use or injury to 
I 
existing water rights when the transfers occurred and effectively denies the transfers claimed by 
the City under 42-1425 and reverses IDWR's decision granting Transfer No. 5452. Pocatello 
respectfully asserts that IDWR's recommended condition is in excess of IDWR's authority and 
is without legal basis under either 42-1425 or 42-222. 
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I. STANDARD OF REVIEW FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Summary judgment is appropriate only where two conditions are met: ( 1) "if the 
pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that 
there is no genuine issue as to any material fact;" and (2) "the moving party is entitled to a 
judgment as a matter oflaw." I.R.C.P. 56(c). When those two conditions are satisfied, a motion 
for summary judgment is proper. See Sorenson v. Saint Alphonsus Reg 'l Med. Ctr., 141 Idaho 
754, 758, 118 P.3d 86, 90 (2005) ("Summary judgment is proper where there are no genuine 
issues of material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw."); State ex 
rel. Kempthorne v. Blaine County, 139 Idaho 348,349, 79 P.3d 707, 708 (2003) ("A summary 
judgment is properly granted when the moving party shows there is no genuine issue of material 
fact and is entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw."). 
II. IDAHO'S TRANSFER AMNESTY STATUTE 
A. Section 42-1425 provides a process for claiming and determining 
accomplished transfers and IDWR's remark does not comply. 
Section 42-1425 establishes a means for transfers that were made informally prior to the 
initiation of the SRBA to be claimed by water usera in the adjudication. For claimants, the 
threshold is whether or not a transfer of point of diversion, place of use, or type of use that was 
made without complying with the formal transfer procedures under I.C. 42-222 was made prior 
to November 19, 1987: 
Any change of ... point of diversion ... by any person entitled to use water ... prior to 
November 19, 1987, may be claimed in a general adjudication even though the peraon 
has not complied with 42-108 and 42-222, Idaho Code, provided no other water rights 
existing on the date of the change were injured and the change did not result in an 
enlargement of the original right. Except for the consent requirements of 42-108, Idaho 
Code, all requirements of sections 42-108 and 42-222, Idaho Code, are hereby waived in 
accordance with the following procedures:*** 
POCATELLO'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
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If it can be demonstrated that the transfer was made prior to November 19, 1987, the Legislature 
provided a procedure and a limited scope of inquiry into the effects of such informal transfer at 
the time of the transfer. Pocatello's 42-1425 claims are pre-November 19, 1987 and all involve 
changes of diversion points for ground water rights. Some of the changes in points of diversion 
were made in the 1940's. The City has provided an evidentiary basis for the claimed changes in 
point of diversion, and IDWR has, with four exceptions2, accepted the City's facts. Thus, except 
for these four subcases, IDWR has accepted the threshold factual allegations of the City. For 
purposes of 42-1425, the City's claims are subject to the procedures in that statute. 
The Legislature then subjected such pre-November 19, 1987 transfers to a very limited 
inquiry: 
Any change of ... point of diversion ... by any person entitled to use water. .. prior to 
November 19, 1987, may be claimed in a general adjudication even though the person 
has not complied with 42-108 and 42-222, Idaho Code. provided no other water rights 
existing on the date of the change were injured and the change did not result in an 
enlargement of the original right. Except for the consent requirements of 42-108, Idaho 
Code, all requirements of sections 42-108 and 42-222, Idaho Code, are hereby waived in 
accordance with the following procedures:*** 
Thus, the scope of the inquiry is spelled out: was there injury to other vested water rights as of 
the date of the change? Or did the change result in enlargement? 
The procedures by which these limited inquiries may be made are spelled out next in the 
statute: 
Except for the consent requirements of42-108, Idaho Code, all requirements of sections 
42-108 and 42-222, Idaho code are hereby waived in accordance with the following 
procedures: 
Ifan objection is filed to a claim for accomplished change of ... point of diversion the 
district court shall remand the water right to the director for further hearing to determine 
2 Subcase Nos. 29-271, -272, -273, and-2274. Because these involve disputed issues of fact, these claims 
are not proper for summary judgment herein; however, a ruling in Pocatello's favor would apply to those rights if 
the factual disputes are resolved in the City's favor. 
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whether the change injured a water right existing on the date of the change or constituted 
an enlargement. 
ID\VR initially recommended the following condition to the City's transfers claimed 
under section 42-1425 for its culinary system: 
"To the extent necessary for administration, water was first appropriated or used from: 
Pocatello Well No_, located in [legal description] on [date] in the amount of_ cfs." 
The City filed objections to those recommendations on November 19, 2003. The statute is 
ambiguous about whether any objection filed to a claim for a transfer under section 1425 is 
effective to initiate the procedures under 1425(2)(a). The context of the statute and the limited 
inquiry allowed by the Legislature suggests that the only objections that can result in initiation of 
1425(2)(a) procedures are those objecting to the claim on the basis of injury or enlargement of 
use.3 
Pocatello suggests that, if any objection triggers the hearing requirement, the hearing 
should be in front of the SRBA Court. But such a hearing, wherever it is held, must be limited 
to the narrow issues identified by the Legislature-injury at the time of transfer or enlargement 
of use. Alternatively, Pocatello suggests that the statute does not trigger a hearing unless the 
objection relates directly to the issues raised by section 1425. Here, Pocatello objected to 
IDWR's recommendation regarding these 1425 transferred rights, and this objection does not 
raise either the enlargement or injury issues of 42-1425. Thus, no hearing is required under the 
statute, and IDWR is without authority to condition the accomplished transfers. 
3 In Memorandum Decision and Order, allowing presentation of additional evidence regarding 
enlargement, etc (SRBA subcase 65-5033C, March 24, 2005), SRBA Special Master Booth states that IDWR may 
investigate any 42-1425(a) issues as part of its initial Director's Report. However, a conservative reading of the 
statute suggests that at the time an Objection is filed, the Department should seek a remand to hold a hearing on the 
narrow issues allowed under section 1425. In Pocatello's sub-cases, this begs the question of how a hearing can be 
held in front of the Department when there is no objection on the basis of injury or enlargement----<loes the 
Department appear as a party at its own hearing? Is a responden~ such as the State of Idaho appearing in support of 
the Department authorized to participate on the side alleging injury? How can the State ofldaho (or anyone else not 
holding a water right vested at the time of the transfer) litigate such a question? 
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B. If an evidentiary hearing is held, whatever the evidence shows in an 
evidentiary hearing, IDWR's currently recommended condition is in excess 
of its authority under 42-1425. 
IDWR's condition found in its 706 Report that it recommends be applied to rights 
claimed under 42-1425 and 42-222, is in excess of its authority under 42-1425: 
To the extent necessary for administration between points of diversion for ground water 
and between points of diversion for ground water and hydraulically connected surface 
sources, water was first appropriated at or used from: 
This condition does not deal with avoiding injury to rights at the time of the transfer.4 Instead, it 
is a prospective condition: "Without the condition, the Department would not have 
recommended the multiple, alternate points of diversion because injury to other water rights was 
likely." Furthermore, the condition effectively nullifies the accomplished transfer: the City may 
operate its wells at the transferred location under the earlier priority date, but if a delivery call is 
placed or administration is otherwise required, IDWR will use the date when water was first 
appropriated or used from each well (a junior date) to determine whether depletions from the 
wells are causing injury to senior rights. 
As a practical matter, the accomplished transfer is critically valuable to the City because 
it allows any interconnected well to pump any of the associated water rights. Physically, in a 
crisis, the City could provide the entire culinary supply from its surviving wells. Legally, the 
City can pump its most senior rights first, and in a prior appropriation system, that priority date 
matters the most when water rights are being administered 5. If IDWR won't administer these 
4 Pocatello understands that IDWR has never alleged enlargement of use as to the City's accomplished 
transfers, and so excludes that issue from the brief. 
5 For example, if water right A has a priority date of 1932 and was originally only pumped by well A, and 
water right B has a 1970 priority date and was originally only pumped by well B, hut as of 1980, well A and B are 
interconnected, the City it is entitled to have those rights administered as first a 1932 priority date, then a 1980 
priority date, regardless of which well is being pumped. 
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accomplished transfers by reference to the earliest priority dates, the transfer has been effectively 
denied. 
III. SECTION 42-1425 DOES NOT AUTHORIZE IDWR TO RE-OPEN AND 
CONDITION ALREADY DECIDED FORMAL TRANSFERS UNDER 42-222. 
Idaho law has recognized and accommodated changes in points of diversion, place of use, 
and manner of use since early in its statehood. Bennett v. Nourse, 125 P. 1038 (1912) 
(recognizing the right to change a point of diversion); First Security Bank of Blackfoot v. State, 
291 P. 1064 (1930) (recognizing the right to change the place of use); Washington State Sugar 
Co. v. Goodrich, 147P. 1073 (1915) (recognizing the right to change the manner of use). 
Section 42-222(1 ), provides that any change in point of diversion must be approved by IDWR. 
The Director's obligation upon receiving such a request for transfer is: 
1. To publish the transfer application and provide that protests must be filed within 10 days 
of the last date of publication (42-222(1)6; 
2. To advise the watermaster of the district in which such water right is used of the proposed 
change and the watermaster shall notify the Director of his recommendation with regard 
to the application ( 42-222(1 )); 
3. To "examine all the evidence [including that provided by the watermaster] and available 
information and shall approve the change in whole or in part, or upon conditions, 
provided no other water rights are injured thereby, the change does not constitute an 
enlargement in use of the original right, the change is consistent with the conservation of 
water resources within the State ofldaho and is in the local public interest. .. " 42-222(1 ). 
6 J.C. 42-222 provides that the Director: " ... examine all the evidence and available information and shall 
approve the change in whole, or in part, or upon conditions, provided no other water rights are injured thereby, the 
change does not constitute an enlargement in use of the original right, the change is consistent with the conservation 
of water resources within the state ofldaho and is in the local public interest as defined in section 42-202B, Idaho 
Code, the change will not adversely affect the local economy of the watershed or local area within which the source 
of water for the proposed use originates, in the case where the place of use is outside of the watershed or local area 
where the source of water originates, and the new use is a beneficial use, which in the case of a municipal provider 
shall be satisfied if the water right is necessary to serve reasonably anticipated future needs as provided in this 
chapter. The director may consider consumptive use, as defined in section 42-2028, Idaho Code, as a factor in 
determining whether a proposed change would constitute an enlargement in use of the original water right." 
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In 1999, Pocatello transferred the water rights associated with 29-2274, 29-2338 and 29-7375 to 
allow well 44 to be added to the City's interconnected culinary system. There are no conditions 
on the Transfer analogous to the conditions in the Director's report. IDWR has not alleged any 
basis to re-open these transfers except that the City will operate these as alternate points of 
diversion with its claimed transfers under 42-1425. 
IDWR seeks to impose the same condition on these transferred rights that it has imposed 
on transfers claimed by the City under 42-1425. IDWR's imposition of the "other provisions 
necessary" remark on ground water rights transferred pursuant to I.C. 42-222 effectively reverses 
IDWR's Transfer Order #5452, June 28, 1999 ("Transfer Order"). Whatever the scope of 
IDWR's authority under 42-1425 to condition accomplished transfers, it does not allow a re-
opening of transfered rights that were decided under 42-222. 7 
CONCLUSION 
The Court should find that a conservative reading of the statute means that Pocatello' s 
objection triggers a hearing under 42-1425. Because there are no proper party objectors to carry 
the burden of showing injury, Pocatello suggests that such a hearing be held in front of the 
Special Master. In any event, no conditions should be added to Pocatello's water rights claimed 
as transferred under 42-1425 unless and until evidence is taken; further, such conditions must 
relate only to the narrow scope of issues outlined by the Legislature in 42-1425(2). Further, 
Pocatello requests that the Court find that 42-1425 provides no basis for IDWR to reopen to 
condition transfers previously granted by IDWR under I.C. 42-222. 
7 Order on Challenge (consolidated issues) of "facility volume" issue and "additional evidence" issue, SRBA 
subcase nos. 36-02708 et al. (December 29, 1999). 
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DATED this 4th day of May 2006. 
POCATELLO'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
BEEMAN & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for the City of Pocatello 
"te & Jankowski, LLP 
Attorneys for the City of Pocatello 
f.~. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 4th day of May 2006, I caused a true copy of the 
foregoing CITY OF POCATELLO'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON IDWR'S AUTHORITY UNDER LC. § 42-1425 to be served 
on the following by U.S. First Class Mail unless indicated as faxed or hand delivered: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA C. TOM ARKOOSH 
REPRESENTED BY: ARKOOSH LAW OFFICES, CHTD. 
US DEPARTMENT OF mSTICE POBOX32 
ENVIRONMENT & NAT'L RESOURCES GOODING, IDAHO 83330 
550 WEST FORT STREET, MSC 033 
BOISE, ID 83 724 
STATE OF IDAHO W. KENT FLETCHER 
REPRESENTED BY: FLETCHER LAW OFFICE 
NATURAL RESOURCES DN CHIEF POBOX248 
STATE OF IDAHO BURLEY, IDAHO 83318 
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 
POBOX44449 
BOISE, ID 83711-4449 
DIRECTOR OF IDWR ROGER D. LING 
PO BOX 83720 LING ROBINSON & W ALICER 
BOISE, ID 83720-0098 POBOX396 
RUPERT, IDAHO 83350 
. 
JOHN A. ROSHOLT 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON 
BARKER ROSHOLT & SIMPSON 
113 MAIN A VE. WEST, SUITE 303 
TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 83301-6167 
Z:\1776\IO0ILl'I\SJ\7131 
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Josephine P. Beeman #1806 
Beeman & Associates, P.C. 
409 West Jefferson Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
(208) 331-0950 
(208) 331-0954 (Facsimile) 
jo.beeman@beemanlaw.com 
Sarah A. Klahn 
Eliza F. Hillhouse 
William A. Hillhouse II 
White & Jankowski, LLP 
511 I 6th St., Suite 500 




Attorneys for City of Pocatello 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 
Case No. 39576 






COUNTY OF ADA ) 
Subcase Nos. 29-00271, et al. (see attached Exhibit A) 
AFFIDAVIT OF JOSEPHINE P. BEEMAN IN 
SUPPORT OF CITY OF POCATELLO'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON 
IDWR'S AUTHORITY UNDER I.C. § 42-1425 
I, Josephine P. Beeman, after being duly sworn, state that I am an attorney licensed to 
practice law in the State ofldaho. I am over the age of 18 years and state that the following is 
based on my personal knowledge. 
AFFIDAVIT OF JOSEPHINE P. BEEMAN SUPPORT OF POCA TELLO'S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON IDWR's AUTHORITY UNDER J.C. § 42-1425 -PAGE 1 2361 
1. Attached here to as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of Transfer No. 5452, 
issued by the Idaho Department of Water Resources on June 28, 1999. 
FURTHER YOURAFFIANTSAYETHNAUGHT. 
DATED this 4th day of May 2006. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 4th day of May 2006. 
Public in and for the State o daho 
My Commission Expires: 07-29-2008 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 4th day of May 2006, I caused a true copy of the 
foregoing AFF1DA VIT OF JOSEPHINE P. BEEMAN IN SUPPORT OF POCATELLO'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON IDWR'S AUTHORITY UNDER J.C.§ 
42-1425 to be served on the following by U.S. First Class Mail unless indicated as faxed or hand 
delivered: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA C. TOMARKOOSH 
REPRESENTED BY: ARKOOSH LAW OFFICES, CHTD. 
us DEPARTMENT OF msTICE POBOX32 
ENVIRONMENT & NAT'L RESOURCES GOODING, IDAHO 83330 
550 WEST FORT STREET, MSC 033 
BOISE, ID 83724 
STATE OF IDAHO W. KENT FLETCHER 
REPRESENTED BY: FLETCHER LAW OFFICE 
NATURAL RESOURCES DIV CHIEF POBOX248 
STATE OF IDAHO BURLEY, IDAHO 83318 
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 
POBOX44449 
BOISE, ID 83711-4449 
DIRECTOR OF IDWR ROGER D. LING 
PO BOX 83720 LING ROBINSON & WALKER 
BOISE, ID 83720-0098 POBOX396 
RUPERT, IDAHO 83350 
JOHN A. ROSHOLT 
TRAVIS L. THOMPSON 
BARKER ROSHOLT & SIMPSON 
113 MAIN AVE. WEST, SUITE 303 
TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 83301-6167 
tlltine . 
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STATE OF IDAHO 
DEPARTMENT OF HATER RESOURCES 
TRANSFER OF WATER RIGHT 
TRANSFER NO. 5452 
WATER RIGHT NO(S). 29·02274/29·02338/29-07375 
This is to certify that: CITY OF POCATELLO 
PO BOX 4169 
POCATELLO ID 83205 
has requested a change to the above captioned water right(s). This change in water 
right(s) is authorized pursuant to the provisions of Section 42-222, Idaho Code, 
provided the conditions listed below are met. 
BENEFJ:CIAL USE PERIOD OF USE 
Right No. 29·02274 
MUNICIPAL 01/01 to 12/31 
Priority: 06/15/1948 
•ight No. 29·02338 
MUNICIPAL 01/01 to 12/31 
Priority: 09/01/1953 
Right No. 29·07375 





LOCATION OF POINTIS) OF DJ:VERSION: 
SCANNED 
APR 3 D 20l11 
DIVERSION 
~ 
21. 00 CFS 
l.4.76 CFS 
3.34 CFS 
• 39 .l.O CFS 
-NESE Sec. l.O, Township 
BANNOCK CoW1ty 
-NESE Sec. J.2' Township 
POWER County 
-SWNE Sec. l.5, Township 
. ....,NWSW Sec . 15, Township 
-NENW , Sec. 26, Township 
-NWSE 
' 
Sec. 27, Township 
SE~ Sec. 35, Township 
-SE ' Sec. 
35, Township 
~NWSE ' Sec. 
35, Township 
~sESE Sec. l.' Township 
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TRANSFER NO. 5452 
WATER RrGHT NO(S). 29·02274/29-02338/29-07375 
CONDrTrONS OP APPROVAL AND REMARKS 
Right holder shall comply with the drilling permit 
requirements of Section 42-235, Idaho Code. 
Use of water under this approval shall comply with applicable 
water quality standards of the Division of Environmental Quality 
of the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare. ' . 
The right holder shall accomplish the change authorized by this 
transfer within one (1) year of the date of this approval. 
Failure of the right holder to comply with the conditions of this 
transfer is cause for the Director to rescind approval of the 
transfer. 
Approval of this transfer does not preclude the opportunity for 
review of the validity of the water right(s) in the ongoing 
Snake River Basin Adjudication. , 
The right holder shall measure and annually report diversions of 
water and/or other pertinent hydrologic and system information as 
required by Section 42-701, Idaho Code. 
Prior to diversion of water under this approval, the right holder 
shall provide a means of measurement acceptable to the Department 
from all authorized points of diversion which will allow 
determination of the total rate of diversion. 
The total instantaneous diversion of water from all points of 
diversion under Transfer 5452 shall not exceed 39.10 cfs. 
The well(s) previously used under these rights shall be abandoned 
in a manner which complies with Department well abandonment 
rules. 
Place of use is located within the City of Pocatello and the· 
surrounding service area. 
Two (2) points of diversion are located within SENE, and three 
Dated 
(3) poin?-diversion are lo~a:ed
9
within NWSE, of S35, T06S, R34B, 
this~ day of J}, - , 19_1_j 
~.~ 
Chief, Water .Allocation 
MIOllfOFII.MEO 
AUG 0 
. _ 2366 
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In Re SRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-271 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
I 200 Overland A venue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




. City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D lnstream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX PlaceofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right. Respondent is 
unaware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an element for this 
surface water right, or forinclu ding such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water 
right to the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating 
the same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection (29-271) Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. In addition, Respondent opposes Pocatello's definition of the source for the 
point of diversion under this right, including the allegation that the right is "legally and physically 
available" from ground water sources in Basin 29. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respondi~d that I have read this response, 
1mow;s ooo,oora andbefiwefua<tlw,rawm~~ 
ent Fletcher 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on~: M 3, 2006 
''''""''' , .. ~ .. ~o.'•,,. tvv-
.:- ~_ ....... ,,,n.,,,. "'~'; Ulc='.'.'.Jc!!.!~!:::::.....!_~~=====~c!,!__.".'.'.'~=----='9:···· :1.4.,.''•,,,~~ Notary Public for: Idaho 
:: f ..,._0 . "Y.,.c. \ ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
- ... "Ii; ill' , 
::: ~ ~-·- j ::: My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
~ ~,. ,'-CJ : : 
, ~ ""'' : -/ ,, ... 
/ d\ '•, ........ o-,, "> '''""'''I,... ~ --, , ,-9 .,.._ OF Q~._ .. ' · 
I I• c; ,, 
\\\\\\'-'' 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies ofthis response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
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A. Subcase No. 29-272 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
Name and Address of Attorney: 
Attorney Name: 
Attorney Address 
· Attorney Phone: 
Kent Fletcher 
Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofY ear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right. Respondent is 
unaware of any basis for including Pocatello' s ground water points of diversion as an element for this 
surface water right, or for including such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water 
right to the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating 
the same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. In addition, Respondent opposes Pocatello's definition of the source for the 
point of diversion under this right, including the allegation that the right is "legally and physically 
available" from ground water sources in Basin 29. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by l.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respond~d that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are tru o the b t o owledge. 
Kei\i Fletcher 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
&L4_/2wo~ 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O.Box 32 
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STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
2375 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instrearn Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right. Respondent is 
unaware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an element for this 
surface water right, or for including such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello rrrunicipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use ofthis municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this surface water 
right to the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for inc!udmg such a remark stating 
the same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration'.'. Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. In addition, Respondent opposes Pocatello's definition of the source for the 
point of diversion under this right, including the allegation that the right is "lega\\y and physica\ly 
available" from ground water sources in Basin 29. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined byl.C. §§ 42-1401A(I) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true;9.thebest ofm kno .. dge. 
// 
Kent Fletcher 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
a4~k--~ 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
Page3 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.0.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Torn Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.0.Box32 
Gooding, Idaho ,93:w 
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A. Subcase No. 29-2274 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instrearn Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
fu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the claim "includes accomplished change in point of diversion" including 23 points of diversion. 
Respondent is unaware of any basis for including other points of diversion under this right, or for including 
such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
fu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
fu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
fu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
With respect to Pocatello' s objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and-that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true tqjire'best g 
<---~~vnt Fletcher 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
S•hscribed md =m to bofi>re moooc i,:13, 2006 ~ _ 
r/25\..L k ~A/JA:::'. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
Page 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
· 409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, llP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District· 
Burley Irrigation District 
do Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
do C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O.Box32 
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A. Subcase No. 29-2338 
STANDARD FORM2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
2383 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D In.stream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the claim "includes accomplished change in point of diversion" including 23 points of diversion. 
Respondent is unaware of any basis for including other points of diversion under this right, or for including 
such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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t 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
With respect to Pocatello' s objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 




County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly swam, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defmed by I.C. §§ 42-l401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the..bestof my kno edge. 
' 
cher 
cher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and swam to before me on: May 3, 2006 
~£_~~ 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
Page 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83 711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
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A. Subcase No. 29-2401 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert,ldaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
2387 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. · 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
2388 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to 'est of ow ledge. 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me oJ: Ma 3, 2006 
,,,,\\\\\111, ,I \, ~ 
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:::, ; '°us-·-;. i :: My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
ID WR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of!daho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O.Box 32 
Gooding, Idaho 83 0 
By email 
Ken etcher 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 4 
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A. Subcase No. 29-2499 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address:· 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements:· 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to the be t.efmy kno;iW,le,dgs:----., 
K~letcher 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on&:. M 3, 2006 _ 
''''"'''' /4_" . ,,'''?J'E 0. ,,,, ~-=--~,,, ...... """"'··~~ ,,, __ {N-J... ______________ _ 
:= {I :····
0 
'f. A,9 \ ~ \ Notary Public for: Idaho 
:: f ,c: '-'- \ ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
~ l ~-·~c, i ~ My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
~ 1 ~ : :: / ,,, ,,:-·o-. / ,, .z.-1:,-·· I ,, ~,. -
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
, P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief; Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
A.rkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O.Box32 
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A. Subcase No. 29-4221 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 833 50 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 2395 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D Tbis water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this murucipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate slreams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. Finally, Respondent is unaware of any basis regarding the 
claimed priority date and therefore opposes Pocatello's objection regarding the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have tead this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to est of.lR"Ns:EIDWJJ~w. 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me 01: Ma 3, 2006 , 
' ,••'''""''• / (' ~ ,, .... ~ D~ '•,,w._ /-&_ ~
_:-.,.ta-,..,,,,'"'''• ~ ,, -~==~~~-----------: a.-···· ~A,9 '••,,, IP ,, Notary Public for: Idaho 
: llJ f ~ ",I- 'i ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
', ~ i -·-:-c, ~ ~ My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
. ~ \, A-_v, _f : 
'• ,,, . Vt$ ••• -:I'O -.,. .. .... -I ~ •,,,,,,,,,.. ~ ..... -
1111 '°'1E of~------
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O.Box32 --
Gooding, Idaho 83330/ _ 
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A. Subcase No. 29-4222 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 
u 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
l. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Pagel 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instrearn Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the ''place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the quantity element and alleges it is 7 cfs. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the objection and 
therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that "all ground water points of diversion" should be included in this surface water right. Respondent is 
unaware of any basis for including Pocatello's ground water points of diversion as an element for this 
surface water right, or for including such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 





Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Attorney for Respondent 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
Page3 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office oftbe Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O. Box 32 ~ 
Gooding, Idaho 8 .350 
By email ~- ,v 
,,,,,. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF' 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALL 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-4223 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection . Page 1 
2403 
2. ox Source 
3. ox Quantity 
4. ox Priority Date 
5. ox Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. ox Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. ox Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the quantity element and alleges it is 2.67 cfs. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the objection and 
therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection bas been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIF1CATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l} and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, ww..-u,,at I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true to e best ofm 
(Fletcher 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
. ,,,,\\\1,, A /4 J~- .. .. 1">.ll.f 0'1, 
... ~,~ f'V"&;;: ,, 
. f o~----;·"••,,,~j',~ "'~"'.th,..'--''-'-"a'--"--"-=-==~=------
:: t"Qf ;;;:O A.-9..L ·~ ~ Notary Public for: Idaho 
~ i - • - j ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
~ \ ...o, ,..., f' ! ~ My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
-, ,,, Vt,\,,, __ ... = 
',d"'•, ---o-
1 ~ .,,"''"''''"' ~ .... -
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, lLP 
P.0.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O.Box 32 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS [, • 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-4224 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.0.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of PocateUo 
P.O. Box 4169 
PocateUo, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection . Page 1 
2407 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX .Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instrearn Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
1n its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Po9atello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
1n its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. 
VERIF1CATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFIH JUDICIAL DISTRICT Q. 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FATILS 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-4225 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
{208) 678-3250 
. . 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection{s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
2411 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. ox Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and pl.ll]lose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true ~best ofmy knowledge. 
enfFletcher 
Fletcher Law Office 




-(/J ...... •,, -,-~ I = .,:-··~o T ½ \-a,~ Notary Public for: Idaho 
::: : ....- :.C. 's ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho ., ~ --..,._ ! , 
::: ; ~- c, ! :: My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
~ \ "'ts\..~ .l : 
, lP'lrt,._ ,,,, ........ : 
',,';g ''•'"'"'""' ~o--
, I I~ OF IQl'I.._ ......... 
I\\\\\\'-'' 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page3 
2413 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, ILP 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.0.Box32 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL D_I_S_T,_,RI+. -IIT-'+: -F THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OFT~ FALLS 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-4226 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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2. ox Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point{s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. ox Purpose{s) of Use 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX PlaceofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
. for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
administer the water right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the quantity element and alleges it is 1.22 cfs. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the objection and 
therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
( 6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding;and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true'fu the bes , f , ledge. 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me oA: Ma 3, 2006 
'''""''•• ~ , ......... ~ D~ .,, L -
:--... ""' .... ,,,\""''•• .. ~ ,,, ' 'J,.... " 
= cr:-·· ~~ '•,, ij\ ~ =~{J= ll\..lL..=~-------------
3 Q:, f -S> -,,_ \ ~ Notary Public for: Idaho ~=cac-., R .. !Id -;; ; -· c, ; : es1ding at: Bur ey, aho 
~ \ "°I.JB'V JR_ E My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
I ,,,, .... ~.. = 
,, tS' ''''"\'"""""' ~ -,,, r_.q,.... o" ~ ,,' 'I I a:: ~ ,, 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRIC'if F THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F.M,LS 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-7106 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Jnstream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place ofuse under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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• 
administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is tmaware of any 
basis for Pocatello' s objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of JD AHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: ' 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-140IA(1) and 
( 6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respondin1_g,..mu that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are o the best U:W'!ID·O ledge. 
ent Fletcher 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: May 3, 2006 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
B~~~ 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
L Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at 1he following address: 
City of Pocatello · 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to 1he party who filed the objection at 1he following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson Sl 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O.Box32 
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A. Subcase No. 29-7118 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland A venue 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
' 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended witb tbe 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the purpose of use and alleges it should be classified as "municipal". Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for changing the purpose of use and therefore opposes the same. 
· With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this sub case and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Sub case 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia · ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respondin.,g, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true1o the b ., aw ledge. 
K:ent Fletcher 
/ 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on:r: Ma , 2006 , 
'''""'''• . / \ ,,,~ _,I .. --~o..~0 11,, A ~ 0t111r~ 
:'o~---·-;.""•1,,'1;'11,-}1, Notary Public for: Idaho 
-~ -· ,,.4,.. ,, 1.P, : f O ·"Y.L \ ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
:; ~ ~-- i ~ My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
,I ~ A ,-., f -
~ \ ,v,lJB,'-"' 1 : 
.,. .,, \lit' : -, ,, ..... -,,,o...'11 ......... o-
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
l. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP . 
P.O.Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Fails Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT F THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF TWIN LS 
InReSRBA 





A. SubcaseNo. 29-7119 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83 318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
1n its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
1n its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the purpose of use and alleges it should be classified as "municipal". Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for changing the purpose of use and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia } 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as efined by lC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6} or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respo ·ng, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are e to the be f knowledge. 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me oni. M 3, 2006 
'''''"'''• () \ ,,, ... - ' / ... --~~ RAE a,,,, t'vlL .f..ru_.,,, 1:::,wu ~: ~-.. "''"''""''' ~1-:.', ='---'=-"-=-~.~~=~--------:: ,:C-···· :t A;_•,,, ~ 1 Notary Public for: Idaho 
: f ~O · ">"..4 '\ ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
: [ -·- } i My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
~ \ ~ ...... ,§1 I : 
'; ,, "DlJP ~ ..,. 
I t.tk ''•, ,.., 0 :: 
',:-r. ''''"'""'"' ~: ,,,-ft/: OF \Ol>l._ ...... 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reseivoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O. Box 32 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT O THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FAL S · 
In Re SRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-7322 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 




Kent Fletcher · 
Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instrearn Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
fu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. · 
fu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
fu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration ofthis Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this sub case and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on: ~ 3, 2006 j \, , 
,,,,,,,,,,, ~ ~~ 
----~\II. f'.AE I),,,, 
----0~_.••""'"••, "'lk,
11 Notary Public for: Idaho = Qj ... -··o 't .,,1 A •.•••• ~·~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
: : _s "'">"'..L \ ~ C . . . I /2 , • ...- ~ , My omm1ss1on Expires: 7 5 008 ,:...__, . .,_:, , ~ . ,. ., ~ ,<)Zia ~--- :: .-, ,. \ .v - -, ,, "'"' .: -, ,, .... 
I ·" ,,, .., .... Q -
,, Iii-,.. '''''"''"'"' -:}!: ... -, , , ~- OF \Qtl._ .. . 
I 1'1C: ,-. 
''"'''' 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the fo \lowing persons: 
l. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o RogerD. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O.Box32 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF "I'-· ti·· irllll....-
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS u 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-7375 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDJNG: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
O=,""'n' .l"'') ,.-,9 G~;;~ame and Address 
. :,;,I .a;! v., -- , ,·~, -l ,,a:~ 1 
Y- 1:~:1:-:-l -;, . . . < .~··, ~ ;'{?"-/ 
. .. . .. 
E Z :tJl 1~b~~d: ¥b&f~ -Response to Objection Page 1 
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.-f/.JJ 
2. DX Source 
3 . DX Quantity 
. 4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the claim "includes accomplished change in point of diversion" including 23 poiqts of diversion. 
Respondent is unaware of any basis for including other points of diversion under this right, or for including 
such a remark stating the same, and therefore opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use ohhis municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
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In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessazy to define or 
administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statllment in "Other Provisions Necessazy for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same, Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respondin d that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are tru the best fm.v·lrn ge. 
-o ......... ~ ,,,:;....::,, 
Kent Fletcher 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscri!~t!!.'.~l~~fore me oJn. M y 3, 200~6 ~ _ 
,;: Q;j .:-•" 0 \ ,5 A •,, ij) , ~ - - ·vy, ~ , ~ : j 
~ = ~ --- ; ~ =:....!.!'--'-'"'-"'-'---""''"<.-::....:!!::::=~...!dli.::l==::,....,.:::;_ _ _ 
~ i ~ · -c, i 'E Notary Public for: Idaho 
" \ ""J,... " • t \ vc\.' _i' : Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
',, d'~ '•,.,,"""''··~"<"O _: My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
11 111'£ OF(), ...... -'h,,,,,,,, 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83 711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE F1F'l'H JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-7450 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.0.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
2439 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the ''place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello' s objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include two points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding,._arrd1hat I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true ;efthe best ofmy wled e. 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me o~n-: May 3, 2006~  
''''"'''• ......... ..,11.1::0''1 ... -... -o,.. '"""- "" ,, 
__ .... ~_ ..... ,''"\"'•11,1,,.:. 1, 
- Q •• • ,rA-9 '•, ,:'r, I _,.,.. . O·' •, u· , = ~: '~ ,, ~ ... ::r: ..-; , ... ~ ........... : ~ 
~~A ,-,.4, .. ~ ..,,,..., ~ = ... 
', ,,, vg~ ; : 
, ,,, .:-- 0 -
'1 I~~ ''"'"''''''-.; ~ ._.:' 
11 1~1f: Of \0,, ..... 
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Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OFT 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-7770 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert,Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place ofuse under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right. 
fu its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleges 
the purpose of use is "municipal". Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the purpose of use 
and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
( 6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respondi;IB, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are e'fo the best o y ledge. 
~ent Fletcher 
, Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me o~n: May 3, 2006/!a__ b~' 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Mi.Iner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O.Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 







IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF '.FHE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-11339 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDJNG: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka hrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-325 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Sub case 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(I) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respondin__g,-aiill that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are tru ro the best of ge. 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me oz:: Ma 3, 2006 
''''"'''' ~ ~ -. .. . ,, ~ED,,,, 
. _ .. ·-,..t,,-.. ,, ..... ""'•• 'Alk 111 -~~==~~=-~=~A~r1--G--::::::'.~"'-------o~-..... ., :;..,,: -
· : ,.. .,_.-·· 
0
~ .fl A '•,, iJ1 ', Notary Public for: Idaho -~- ,\•vy, ,., , 
; ; <f .- ~ ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
i { ..o"'"c, ff ~ MyCommissionExpires: 7/5/2008 
~ ~ 1-,-.: : -, ~ "'D"" - -,, ... ,,,, -----_,p: 
,,u-,.__ '''"'''"''"' ~ · --
'11'111: Of \Q ,,' .. ,, 
''\\'''' 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, lLP 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Torn Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DIS1t-RI€'1'-0'R· -ff1EP.-
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALi/, 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-11348 
ST AND ARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka lnigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instrearn Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX Place ofUse 
. 10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
II. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the ''place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
( 6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respo ·(g, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are e to the b o , y w dge. 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
S•bseribed ~d sworn 00 before mo IL~ 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P .0. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert,Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF--T-t-Jtl:ll--
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALL~ 
InReSRBA 





A Subcase No. 29-13558 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instrearn Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place ofuses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of trus municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. Finally, Respondent is unaware of any basis for Pocatello's 
objection regarding its priority date and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC.§§ 42-1401A(i) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding.;md that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true efthe bes · _ wl dge. 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me onJ. M 3, 2006 _ 
__ .... ,,~!)··,, h. . L 3~ 
-- ~''"''"''''' '-"k'1 =~u_ VLLL.... ______________ _ : ~ :-···01 A.9''•,,, ~ ~ Notary Public for: Idaho ; f .;;: :.L \ ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
~ i '°ue-·"c, J E My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
; 1 \~ - -
,, ",,, \,I' .. ~ : 
'd''•, .... o-,, ..,,._ ''"""''"'"" ~ --111111: OF()~,--•,,,,,,,,,, 
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CERTIF1CATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 . 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofidaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83 711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert,Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT_ f1/ -_ HE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F~LS 
In Re SRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-13559 
STANDARDFORM2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.0.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofYear 
9. DX PlaceofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello' s reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
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adrrrinister the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right'' 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Sub case 92-3 7. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Sub case 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by J.C.§§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respondin . and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are tru o the bes f ~ ~dge. 
1/Kent F tche 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me o:an. Ma 3, 2006 , 
'''""''' /) ~ - _ __ ...... , AAE a',,, ~ f..B.i._.-. 
: o~·•"'""•,,,~i;,_,,, Notary Public for: Idaho 
: (Qf· 01 ½ \ iJ) ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
~ f ~.+: } ~ My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
, ~ ~ : -, ~ \ ,v : -
,, ",, ""'' .I : , d" ,,, '-' -
,,, ~ •• ,""''''''' ~0,:" 
11 I/):· OF \tl'::-. .._ ... 
""'''''' 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department ofJustice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13560 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
I. D Name and Address 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D PeriodofYear 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idabo law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use wtder this water right to 
the vague and wtdescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is wtaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocate\lo's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by LC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respond.in that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are true the best edge. 
Attorney for Respondent 
S,bsm"bed """ ~= '" before me •~~3, 2006 ' 
,,,""'''' . ,I ~ ,, ...... P-AE o ,,,, ~ /V.L_. D~ 
... # ........ "'''' '-"It-:.,, · = ~_______ 1 ~ .,:·•· .. ~ ,, Notary Public for: Idaho 
: f :;:O ·vy,.L \ ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
~ i -·- i ~ My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
, 1 -O r .. : .,, , ~ 7,,..., ~ : -, ,,, vg""' .. ~ : 
,,,C"t..''• '!lo-o-,,:' r. .,,,,"~""'"'" ...... ~ -- . ,,,~11: Of -p~ .. ---
'""\"''' . 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLl' 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83 724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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A. Subcase No. 29-13561 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
2467 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Jnstrearn Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
I I. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged that the 
"place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as provided 
for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal water 
right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this w)lter right to the 
vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the same, 
and therefore Respondent opposes the same. · 
In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested the 
inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relates 
to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion of 
such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the water right. 
In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello requested the 
inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of use" that relate 
to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis for the inclusion 
of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or administer the water 
right. 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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In its Objection filed on or about November 14, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects to the 
statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" relating to 
administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further unaware of 
any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of diversion and 
therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, ang,.taat I have read this response, 
!mow its contents and believe that the statements are true to ebest ofmy Imo ¼e 7 
Attorney for Respondent 
1 Subscribed and sworn to before me onA. Ma 3, 2006 
''""'\\1 r,_ r. I} . \ /,,.-, - • . 
...,-.' nAC' D 111 "~ ~ -DtA.A) "-1.--' 
.... ~"- t"""'-'- "'I ,, ~--------------=o~---··'.......... t:;,, ', Notary Public for: Idaho - ,• :-{.IIA ,, iJ\ I 3 <o /. Q · vy..L \ -:;. Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
~ g <:..,.. _ ~ ~ My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
~ ~ ..o, ,,..,, f' ff :: 
', ,,, "'C'-"' : : 
, '•,. .. ........ 0 -
'1 I t.S'~ '''"''\,.,..... 't-,v}, _.: 
11 1~'11: Of~ ............... ,,\\\,,,,, 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
I. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
JosephineP. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment &,Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIIf_H~~TRIC 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-13562 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION ________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDlNG: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D lnstream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period ofY ear 
9. DX PlaceofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "souree, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on 9r about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding,..and that I have read this response, 
!mow its contents and believe that the statements are tru to' the best w dge. 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me onA: May~3, 2006L ~ 
'° . ...,,"""''• ........ ti. AAS' D. ,,, 
-=-o~- .. """'""'''• 'Al I I II - !'o... ,, ~
: ~ :··· () 1..1 .... '•,,, ~ ',;. - : _.,,, '")', ~ , - - ~ .,,.... ~ , ::5-. . .,_:::: ,i-a v~.,.. 
~ \ US\." _.f : 
,. tC\.. '•,, ........... 0 -= ,, .-/".. ''"'"""""""" ~ -
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Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
Notary Public for: Idaho 
Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O.Box4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P .0. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 




American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
Arkoosh Law Offices, Chtd. 
P.O. Box32 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFfH JUDICIAL DISTRICTOFl;.'>, 'nn-.,,1---
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALL~ 
In Re SRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-13637 
STANDARD FORM2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher I.aw Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box 248 
Burley, Idaho 83 318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
2475 
2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) ofUse 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place ofUse 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 2 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by I.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant responding, and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are e to the be~t o.J;.;L1P,'-knowledge. 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribed and sworn to before me onJ. Ma 3, 2006 
,,,\\\\\11 I ;(_ 1 ' ........ , ~D •,, 
,: .... ~ ,.,.,.,,,n,,,,~/.:r,'', ~ 4&oa..,} = 0 ---· -r ~" ,,,, u> ,, 
:: ((j .:· O '"'•.L ',, -;. Notary Public for: Idaho 
~ : <: ~ ' R "d" B 1 ldah :: ~ _..-- S ~ es1 mg at: ur ey, o 
~ \ ...01 ,..,, ~ j 3 My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 ,. ,,, vcv ..... = ,, '••, .......... _.p_ 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State o [Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT O THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
J 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-13638 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION _________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka hrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O.Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page 1 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) of Diversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use ofthis municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place of use under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion ofa general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page2 
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administer the water right 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include two points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocate!lo's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-37. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined by IC. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
(6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respondtng;-and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are eto the bes f ledge. 
Fletcher Law Office 
Attorney for Respondent 
Subscribe<! ond ,w~ to befure mconJ 3, 2006 . 
,,,,\\11,, ,iJ C 
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~ f -·-;: i ~ My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies of this response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
4. Copies to: 
, IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0098 
Chief, Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O. Box 485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection 
United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
American Falls Reservoir District #2 
c/o C. Tom Arkoosh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFfH JUDICIAL DISTRICT· THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FAULS 
:/ 
InReSRBA 





A. Subcase No. 29-13639 
STANDARD FORM 2 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
_________ ) 
B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON RESPONDING: 
Name: 
Address: 
Minidoka Irrigation District 
98 West 50 South 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 





Fletcher Law Office 
1200 Overland Avenue 
P.O. Box248 
Burley, Idaho 83318-0248 
(208) 678-3250 




City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
D. I am responding to the objection(s) to the following elements: 
1. D Name and Address 
Standard Form 2 - Response to Objection Page I 
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2. DX Source 
3. DX Quantity 
4. DX Priority Date 
5. DX Point(s) ofDiversion 
6. D Instream Flow Description 
7. DX Purpose(s) of Use 
8. D Period of Year 
9. DX Place of Use 
10. DX Claimant's Proposed General Provisions 
11. Recommendation: 
D This water right should not exist 
D This water right was not recommended, but should be recommended with the 
elements described above. 
BRIEF EXPLANATION FOR RESPONSE. 
1n its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello alleged 
that the "place of uses is within the service area of the City of Pocatello municipal water supply system as 
provided for under Idaho law, including all lands necessary to complete the beneficial use of this municipal 
water right." Respondent is unaware of any basis for changing the place ofuse under this water right to 
the vague and undescribed place of use alleged by Pocatello, or for including such a remark stating the 
same, and therefore Respondent opposes the same. 
1n its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relates to Pocatello's reservoir and tank storage facilities. Respondent is unaware of any basis for 
the inclusion of such general provision and therefore opposes it as unnecessary to define or administer the 
water right. 
1n its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello 
requested the inclusion of a general provisions regarding "source, quantity, priority date and purpose of 
use" that relate to "separate streams" and "separate administration". Respondent is unaware of any basis 
for the inclusion of such general provisions and therefore opposes them as unnecessary to define or 
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administer the water right. 
In its Amended Objection filed on or about November 19, 2003, claimant City of Pocatello objects 
to the statement in "Other Provisions Necessary for Definition or Administration of this Water Right" 
relating to administration and when water was first appropriated or used. Respondent is unaware of any 
basis for Pocatello's objection to the statement and therefore opposes the same. Respondent is further 
unaware of any basis regarding Pocatello's objection that the water right should include 23 points of 
diversion and therefore opposes the same. Finally, Respondent is unaware of any basis for Pocatello's 
objection regarding its priority date and therefore opposes the same. 
With respect to Pocatello's objection regarding a "Swan Falls" general provision, Respondent 
understands that this objection has been separated from Basin 29 and consolidated with similar objections 
as Consolidated Subcase 92-37. Accordingly, Respondent understands that this issue will not be addressed 
in this subcase and hereby reserves the right to participate in Consolidated Subcase 92-3 7. 
VERIFICATION 
State of IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Cassia ) 
KENT FLETCHER, duly sworn, upon oath, deposes and says: 
That I am the party/claimant filing this response, as defined byl.C. §§ 42-1401A(l) and 
( 6) or that I am the attorney for the party/claimant respondin and that I have read this response, 
know its contents and believe that the statements are tru o the best :ill,p')!Jl-;ledge. 
' 
Subscribed and sworn to before me ol: M 3, 2006 ·· . 
' '""'''' ,l \ - . _ .... :-;._ ~ D~'',, ~ tVd.- ,('y;Atk? / 
: -0-.:;.--···;·~·~ 0,,,,":rs,'1,
1 
Not'.11"?' Public for: Idaho 
:: t:li f O "'Y_.l.. \ ~ Residing at: Burley, Idaho 
~ E <:-. - ~ ~ My Commission Expires: 7/5/2008 
~ \ A),,,...\ f' _i E 
~ ,,, UOY .. - -
IJ ·" f1 11 ......... 0: 
1 I U"J"-. '''"''''" ~ _ ... 
11 ,1"fl: Of~ ... , .... 
''''"'''' 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on May 3, 2006, I mailed the original and copies ofthis response, including 
all attachments, to the following persons: 
1. Original to: . 
Clerk of the District Court 
Snake River Basin Adjudication 
P.O. Box 2707 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-2707 
2. One copy to the claimant of the water right at the following address: 
City of Pocatello 
P.O. Box 4169 
Pocatello, ID 83205 
3. One copy to the party who filed the objection at the following address: 
4. 
Josephine P. Beeman 
409 W. Jefferson St. 
Boise, ID 83 702 
Copies to: 
IDWR Document Depository 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-0098 
Chief; Natural Resources Division 
Office of the Attorney General 
State ofldaho 
P.O. Box 44449 
Boise, ID 83711-4449 
Twin Falls Canal Company 
Milner Irrigation District 
North Side Canal Company 
c/o Travis L. Thompson 
Barker, Rosholt & Simpson, LLP 
P.O.Box485 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0485 
By email 
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United States Department of Justice 
Environment & Natural Resources Division 
550 West Fort Street, MSC 033 
Boise, ID 83724 
A & B Irrigation District 
Burley Irrigation District 
c/o Roger D. Ling 
P.O. Box 396 
Rupert, Idaho 83350 
By email 
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